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Mr. HI STO NS 
LETTER 


To the Right 0 4 the 
Earl of Nottingham, 


CONCERNING 


The Eternity of the Jon of God, 
and of the Holy Spirit. 


LOmmmncks 


The Four Tn EDITION, Improved. 


To which is Prefix'd, 


A Large PREFACE, upon occaſion of the 
Lord NoTTINGHAM'S Anſwer to that Letter. 


And whereto are Added, 


Athanaſian Confeſſions, that the Antenicene Writers were 
againſt the Athanaſian, and for the Euſelian Doctrine. 
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Eft Deus Pater omnium Inſtitutor, & Creator; ſolus Originem 
neſciens, inviſibilis, immenſus, immortalis, æternus, unus 
Deus : cujus neque magnitudini, neque majeſtati, neque 
virtuti, quicquam, non dixerim præferri, ſed nec compa- 

rari poteſt. Ex quo, quando ipſe voluit, Sermo Filius natus 
eſt. Accepit Paracletus a Chriſto quæ nunciet : Major 

ergo jam Paracleto Chriſtus eft ; quoniam nec Paracletus 4 


Chriſto acciperet, niſi minor Chriſto eſſet. Novatian. de 
Trin. g. 31. 24. | 
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[PREFACE 


MY LORD, 


— 2 


FERRER pleaſed, when I lesſt expected it, to do 
me the Favour and Henour, for fo I juſtly 
| d eſteem it, of ſending me a printed Anſwer 

to that printed Lerrer which I ronk the 

boldneſs to addreſs and ſend roY our Lord- 
ſhip near two Years ago; and ſince you have prevailed 
with yourlelf to treat me, generally (peaking, in my 

rſonal Capacity, after a rather more Humane, Kind, 
and Chriſtian Manner, than I perceive your Religious 

Principles will well allow : I cannot but gratetully ac- 

knowledge mylelf very much obliged ro Your Lord- 

ſhip ; eſpecially, fince you bave been fo tar from reject- 
ing, with Diſdain, even in Your Lordihip's high Station, 
my plain manner of Application, as many Pcrſons 
much under Your Lordthip's Quality would probably 
bave done, that you bave been plealed to take there- 
upon a great deal of true pains, in order ro your own 
and my Satisfaction. Tis, however, my great Unhap- 
pine(s, as well as Your Lordſhip's, That your Erquiries 
have been chiefly confin'd to about a third part of the 
Primitive Teſtimonies alledg'd in my Letter; or of 
ſuch only, whoſe Originals Your Lordſiip's Study 
B afforded : 


FBWSINCE Your Lordſhip has at laſt been 
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afforded : That your Enquiries and Explications are all 
along upon the foot of ſuch modern Notions and Infe- 
rences, as ſeem to me of ſmall weight in this Contro- 
verſy: and That Your Lordſhip intirely omits and forgets 
the principal Scope and Deſign of that Letter. As to the 
firſt of which, Your Lordſhip's Chaplain, Mr. Seaton, 
and, I ſuppoſe, yourſelf, has a great while well known 
how near the reſt of thoſe Primitive Original Authors 
you wanted were to Your Lordſhip's Seat at Burley, and 
bow readily you might have commanded the Ule of 
any of them: which Circumſtance make this partial 
hearing of the Witneſſes, in ſo very important a Cauſe, 
the more ſurprizing and unaccountable. As to the ſe- 
cond thing, the modern Athanaſian Inferences and De- 


ductions, which Your Lordſhip's Anſwer is every where | 
ſo full of; Your Lordſhip might eafily ſee by my Let- te: 
ter, and the very nature of the Enquiry itſelf, which | 3 
Kecot 
he L: 
in the 
na ſian 
Dow u 
chiefly read ſuch late Books as Biſhop Pearſon on the Pr any 
Creed ; and conſulred ſuch lare Commentators as Dr. do ſup} 
Hammond, Biſhop Patrick, or Biſhop Kidder, &c. who, 
how great and good Men ſoever they were, never did, $** Pet 
never durit throughly examine ſuch a certain, ſuch a | 
ſettled, ſuch a fundamental Doctrine, as that of the A- Y**. 
thanaſian Trinity was then efteem'd ro be: this kind of Fr in 
Reaſoning would have been tolerable good Evidence 
Nor do I believe that a Sermon, whichT ! 


once preached for a Relation in London, on a Chriſtmas- | 


was confin'd to the Ages before Athanaſius, that I could 


not but eſteem them Petitio Princip, a direct Begging of 


the Queſtion ; and that they could not be of any conſi- 
_ derable weight with me. Indeed, while I was, ac- 
cording ro my Education, an Athanafian, and took the 
uſual Methods of modern Parties; I mean, while I 


with me. 


Day, and partly in Vindication of the common Expli- 
cations of rhe Trinity and Incarnation, went upon any 
better Arguments than what appear in Your Lordſhip's 
Anſwer. But when afterward, tho' not withour ſome 
ſuperſtitious Fear and Dread upon me, I prevail'd upon 
myſelf ro ſearch ro the bottom of this Matter, and, 
without the leaſt regard to any thing that had paſs'd in 
or fince the Days ot Athanaſius, to enquire uprightly 
and throughly, by a careful Peruſal of Originals, what 


were the real Docirines, and what was the genuine Wor- 
/4ip of the Chriſtian Church, in and immediately after 
Nw, | the 
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the Apoſtolick Age itſelf ; I was ſoon, I was fully ſa- 
1 risfied, that what I had ſo long believed, even as in 
ſome ſort fundamental, was unſupported by, and gene- 
rally contrary zo, the plain natural Senſe of a vaſt num- 
ber of Texts of Holy Scripture ; to the clear Tefti monies 
of the Old Catechetical Inſtruction, and of all the nume- 
rous ancient Creeds, both which were chiefly intended 
to teach all Chriſtians theſe very Dectrines of the T-3- 
nity and Incarnation ; to all the antient Precepts and Ex- 
amples of e Worſhip, and all the genuine ori- 
ginal Forms of Chriſtian Doxology; to much the greateſt 
part of the antient Teſtimonies in the Catholic Chriſtian 
Writers of three Centuries and an half; nay, to the 
fe very Doctrines, and Decrees, and Confeſſions of Faith 
Ne. of the Body of the Catholic Church, not only ar the 
Great Council of Antioch in the third, bur at the like 


re . f | 
pris Great Councils of Nice, Tyre, Conſtantinople, Feruſalem, 
ich Antioch, Sardica, and Ariminum themſelves, in the very 


Fourth Century. I mean this, in caſe all the antienr 
Records hereto beJonging be underſtood according ro 
the Language and Notions of thoſe early Ages, where- 
in the Authors themſelves lived, and not as the Atha- 
naſians have ſince been obliged to explain them. And 
le 1 bow unwilling ſoever ſuch great Admirers of our own 
pr any other modern Church, as Your Lordſhip may be 

o ſuppoſe this to be the real Caſe; yet if you look 
abroad among thoſe truly learned Perions, who have 
did Jormerly examined theſe Originals, without being en- 
' $ag'd ro ſupport the common Doctrine from them, 


uy Su Jou will ſoon find that I am very far from being ſingu- 
4 of Er in this Aſſertion. Nay, the Paper herero annex d will 
lence gemonſtrate roYour Lordſhip, that few of the truly learn- 


and impartial Arthanaſians, themſelves, from the very 
Days of their Fourder, till our late Writers of Contro- 


F pli- rly, Biſhop Bull, Dr. Grabe, and Dr. Vaterland, have 
- _— nied the Truth of this Fact; that the Ante-Nicene Fa- 
ſhip's Pers were generally againſt the Athanaſian, and for the 


uſebian Doctrines. Nor, 1 do aſſure Your Lordſhip, 


— there any truth in what you have been told, that Dr. : 
1. d. Warke rejects the Teſtimony of the Fathers, tho I do Anſp.135 
„d in Need think he lays too little weight upon them. But 
igbtly zen Your Lordſhip obſerves, that Dr. Vaterland takes 
* bat for granted that he does reject them; and gives this 
ur- Mlon for it, becauſe he knows they are againſt him; 
after B 2 Your 
the 
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Your Lordſhip ſhould take this, not as a true Fact, but 


re 
as an Inſtance how very little Credit is due to one An- ye 
tagoniſt writing againſt another. But then, the third 0 
and gteateſt Unhappineſs, both Your Lordſhip and 1 th 
am under in this Debate, is, that we are quite at croſs gt 


Purpoſes all the way. My Letter to Your Lordſtip was fit 
properly and truly defign'd to prevent all farther Oc. p 
caſion tor Diſpute and Controverſy in this and the like L 
Matters; by propofing a fair, friendly, and unexcep. di 
tionable Method of Reference and Arbitration, in ordert It 
to the Diſcovery of the Truth, While, in return, Yoarr® ol 
Lordihip has Written a pretty large Bock, in the mo-“ Ia 
dern way of Controvertly, againſt me; and this, with“ ti 


our letting me know, whether you agree to ſuch a Me:. th 
thod of Reference and Arbitration or not. Indeed, Your}: Ol 
Lordſhip ſeems, by the nature of your Anlwer, eithet un 


to miſunderſtand the Intention of my Leiter, or i 
diſclaim the Method therein propoſed, and to reſolve 
to go on in the uſual way of Diſpute and Controverſy; 
P 3, 4, 5. Nay, Your Lorditip, I perceive, expects a Reply fron} 
me, in the ſame way, contrary to the main Deſign d 
my Letter, and to my long Krrled Judgment and Re. 
ſolution in that Matter. For as to myſelf, I am ſo fark 
my Lord, from being an Admirer of moſt of the Per 
formances of the Diſputers of this World, that rho', as} 
confeſs'd in my Letter, I have been ſometimes prevail 
upon to write in that way myſelt; yet, as I there de 
p. 3. Clare, has it been ſtill with a great Averſion to ſach + 
Method. And from the eaſy Oblervation, that Tru 
is ſeldom thereby diſcover'd, I am convinc'd 'tis uſual 
a wrong one. Our Paſſions are therein ſo apt to rile 
our Zeal to take fire, and our Prejudices to overbes 
our Reaion, and our Religion too; that the whole 
rbod, as generally manag'd, ſeems to me a kind & 
 Prize-fipLting : wherein both fides having once draw 
Blood in Controverſy, do ſeldom regain that Temper, Ho 
neſty, Impartiality, Love of Truth, and Charity, which 
they bath, perhaps. at firſt aim'd ro preſerve. Nay 
were I ro judge by Your Lordſhip's own Performance, 
your Anſwer to my Letter, have you been able at? 
yourlelif, ro avoid the ſame Inconveniencies. For ev 
body may ſo readily obſerve there, ſo much me 
Good nature, Kindneſs, and Fairneſs concerning n 
your iuppoled Adverſary, and the Notions in my Lt 
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bur ter, towards the beginning, than towards the end of 

An- your Aniwer z eſpecially in the Preface and Poſtſcript, 

bird which were laſt written; that they will be tempied to 

d 1 think that Your Lordſhip alſo grew warm in the Pro- 

croſs greſs of the Diſpute ; and from a friendly Debate at the 

Way firſt, you ſuffered yourſelf ro be betrayed into the more 

Oc. poaſſionate Expreſſion, of my defying the Armies of the 
like Living God, and more paſſionate Methods of burning Pref p. 2. 
xce p- diſagreeable Book, inſtead of examining it; and of cal Poſtſ p. 
order ling ſome things Idolatry, or Blaſpbemy, (on the Credit 159, 163. 
Vout of certain modern Notions) which, I believe, will ar 
mo- laſt appear to be the real Doctrines, and the very Prac- 


with. rices of Chrift and his Apoſtles. To ſay nothing of 
Me- thoſe other warmer Iatimations, in the (ame Poſtſcript, 


Your} of the wholeſome Severity of Impriſonment, at leaſt, if 
eithet not of ſtoning or burning, inſtead of convincing the 
or i Church's Oppoſers. Bur this Poſt/cripz, My Lord, 
eſolvel (which I would fain aſcribe, if poſſible, to ſome other 
vet Perſon, for whom I have leſs Reſpect than I have for 
fro Your Lordſhip) is evidently of ſo very hot and fiery a 


ign d Nature, that I fear it may endanger my own Temper, 
d Ret if I rarry too long within reach of ic. So I leave it, 
ſo fa, and proceed. My Grand Prorosar then, My Lord, that 
Per! 1 may, if poſſible, be more explicit, and better un- 
”. as derſtood than I was before, is this: That inſtead of 
-vail'C © one Good Man's worrying another in Diſputes, in- 
re de  * Read of one Learned Chriftians murdering another in 
ach * Controverſies ; all the Good Men, and all the Lear- 


Tru ned Chriſtians engag'd, would agree to meet toge- 
uſuall * ther, in the peaceable Way of Rererees or AxmtaatoORS, 
o rilel * and would chuſe all the original genuine Re- 
erbeꝛ *cords of Chriſtianity for their UM AE: That they 
le Me * would firſt carefullly examine into the genuine or 
ind « * ſpurious Nature of the ſeveral Books, to be made 
dr aw * ule of on both Sides in their future Enquiries, be— 
er, Ho" fore they allow'd their Teſtimonies for authentick: 
which That, upon the Determination of ſuch preliminary 

Na Examination, they would, in the like friendly man- 
nce, | ner, agree to extract out of all the genuine Records, 
at 7 * the principal Paſſages that occur in every Author, re- 
r ev * lating to the DeEtrines of the Trinity and Incarnation, 
| MC * each fide for themſelves: That they would diftin- 
ig n * guiſh every Author by himſelf, and (er the diſtinct 
y Le Collections out of ſuch Author by themlelyes allo ; 


( 


* that 
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that thereupon thoſe Collections might be mutually 
* exchang'd, and re-examin'd by the adverſe Party: 
* Thar every ambiguous Paſſage might be fairly de- 
* bated, its genuine original Senſe, at the Time, and in 
the Place, and in the Circumſtances it was firſt writ- 
* ren, enquir'd into ; irs Parallels every where, in or 
* near the ſame Time, and Place, and Circumftances, 
* produc'd, and thereby its true Senſe determin'd : 
* Thar, accordingly, a fair Tranſlation be agreed upon, 
© on both ſides. And farther, That in every confi- 
* derable Teſtimony, the Context be confidered, and 
© as largely ſer down on each fide, as the oppofire fide 
* ſhall deſire; and that, if any great Difficulty or Dif- 
© ference ariſe, as to the Readings or Tranflations, 
* which theſe Referees cannot agree upon, the Read» 
* ings and Verſions of both Parties be fairly ſer down, 
* in different Columns ; or a farther Reference be 
* made to other the beſt Criticks, that are more un- 
* concern'd 2 That the Sacred Chriſtian Doctrines be 
* entirely exhibired in the very Words of the antienteſt 
* Creeds. and the Sacred Chriſtian Worſhip be alſo 
© fully exhibited in the very Words of the antienteſt 
* Chriſtian Prayers, Praiſes, and Doxologies, as they 
* ſtood long before the Days of Athanaſius : That the 
Philoſophical Conjectures of any of the Antients be 
carefully diftinguiſh'd from the Doctrines of Chri- 
ſt inity; and that the Sourſes of ſuch Conjectures be 
* rracd to their proper Fountains : That none, who 
have not diligently peruſed and confidered the Wri- 
rings of, at leaſt, the firſt three Centuries and an half 
beforehand themſelves, be employ'd in this Work, 
or deem'd competent Referees therein: That no Par- 
ty Notes be added on either ſide, but only Refe- 
rences made to all the other Places in Antiquity, 
where any difficult Expreſſions occur, in order to their 
authentick Explication: And that, after all, the Re- 
ferees on both ſides, draw up a faithful Account of 
all this, and fign it under their joint Hands, without 
any farther Interpoſi ion of eithet fide; and recom- 
mend the ſame faithful Account, and that only, to 
the free Peruſal of every good Chriſtian, in order 
to his moſt authentick Satisfaction. This, My Lord, 
is that Grand Propoſal, which I preſume to addreſs, 
in the moſt ſerious and ſolemn manner I am _—_ to 

our 
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(C7) 
Your Lordſhip, and to the whole Chriftian World, as 
the moſt authentick and ſatis factory Method of deter- 
mining theſe Controverſies, and all others of a like 
Nature, which depend upon antient Facts and Teſti- 
monies; and This is what I have all along aim'd at in 
= moſt of my own Papers, and have carried as far in 
Practice as I have been able: I mean, among an Honeſt 
and Inquiſitive Society, of all Parties and Notions a- 
* mong Chriftians, which formerly mer at my Houſe, on 
ſuch an excellent Deſign; and whoſe Orders and Mi- 
nutes, (both which Your Lordſhip ſhall command a 
Sight of at any Time) when they are publiſhed, will 
afford the World no inconſiderable Specimen thereof. 
Provided always, My Lord, that all Thoughts of Per- 
© ſecution er Proſecution be laid aſide, at leaſt during the 
whole Progreſs of ſuch an Examination. For ſo much 
I ſee of the Frailty of the preſent Age, that how much 
ſoever any of the Learned therein may admire the Pri- 
mitive Confeſſors and Martyrs, very few care to imitate 
their Example, in hazarding either Life, or Liberty, I 
had almoſt ſaid, or Preferment either, for the ſake of 
Truth, and of true Chriſtianity. This, My Lord, is 
the plain, honeſt, downright Method of diſcovering Truth, 
> Which I have ſo long, and ſo zealouſly endeavour'd to 
introduce, inſtead of the uſual one of writing Books of 
2 Controverſy on all Occaſions: And by this, or the like 
Methods only, do I expect that thoſe glorious Things, 
2 Truth and true Chriſtianity, will one Day prevail in the 
World. As to myſelf, I have, in ſo many Inſtances, 
gain'd that Satisfaction in the like way of Erquiry, I 
mean, ſtill by going directly to the Originals themſelves, 
wich I could never obtain from Books of Controverſy, 
that I, of courſe, fall into it naturally upon all Occaſi- 
ons ; and have thereby learned greatly ro deſpiſe thar 
vulgar unchriſtian way of angry Controverſy, and peeviſi 
Diſputation. And, I hope, Your Lorſhip will not be of- 
{ended with me, if, in the reſt of this Preface, inſtead of 
{ writing a direct and particular Rep/y to your Ar/rer, which 
yet it would be no very hard thing to do, L produce to Your 
| Lordſhip ſuch cogent Reaſons for this better Method 
of Enquiry, and thoſe chiefly drawn from this your own 
Anſwer to my Letter, as may induce Your Lordſhip and 
others ro think more favourably of ir, and encourage 
't; and thereby, perhaps, at laſt occaſion you that Sa- 
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tisfaction in theſe Points, which I can no way promiſe woe: 
myſelf from the making any more compleat Reply, in of 4 


the common way of Diſputation. For, 
I. This is the only Method, that I know of, for Os 
diſcovering the whole Truth, and the entire Evidence in 7 N 
this Matter; while, in the ordinary way, tis very rare, * 
if not without Example, that any fide fully repreſents 4 1 
all their Opponents Arguments and Teſtimonies witb- 
out Concealment. Thus altho' I had endeavour'd pret- | . HY 
ty fully ro repreſent both ſides of the Evidence, as to hi 
the proper Erernity or Coeternity of the Son and Holy £1. 
Spirit with the Father, in my Letter; yer docs Your | Hen 
Lordſhip, in even a. comparative long Anlwer, avoid j;.,, 
the Examination of much the greateſt part of my Te- 0 f 
ſtimonies, becauſe Your Lordihip's Study, it ſeems, hap- Diff 
pen'd not to furniſh you immediately with the Origi- appe 
nals. And How ofren, My Lord, do Writers of Con. 1 
troverſy make long :\cplies to ſome Arguments, u hich in b 
they think they can tolerably well deal with; While Nat 
much ſtronger are conceal d, or run haſtily over, becauſe 50g. 
they are not ſo pliable? Thus even Your Lordſhip en- Pe 
tirely avoids a main part of my Evidence, from the ,-, 
larger Epiſtles of Ignatius, and even from the Aprſtoli- Þ 
cal Conſtitutions themſelves ; without the thorough Exa- |; 
mination of both which ancient and authentick Records, 
as I eſteem them, it is abſolutely impoſſible to give me 
Satisfaction. For ſince I am fully perſwaded of the Ge- 
nuineneſs of thoſe Epiſtles, and, I venture to ſay it, am 
itill more certainly aſſur'd of the Genuineneſs of thoſe * 
Conſtitutious : thole Euſebian Doctrines and Worlkip, © 
Which the A:hanaſian Criticks bave hitherto ſo greatly 


n 


Apoſtles, and the other Apcſtolical Fathers ; how little 
icever Your Lordſhip has conſider d (them, or how an- kno 
gry ſocver Your Lordſhip or any orbers may be, at my ſpu 
poſitive Aſſer tions concerning them. Give me leave, My 7 14 
Lord., to mention here only One Obſervation, or Matter gro 
of Fact, concerning thoſe Conſtitutions, which I have nal 
throughly enquir'd into, and find ro be undeniably true, ſep; 
viz. That theie Conſtitutions do frequently, and Jo al- one 
Ways Cite che Readings of the Texts of the Old Teita- 

mM. it, 


complain'd of, as contain'd in thoſe Books, are to me 1 

little leſs than Demonſtration, that ſuch were the Origi- pro 

nal DoArines, and ſuch the Orig ina! Worſhip of Chri- ye 

ſtians, derived to them from Chr. bimſelf, his holy ſuff 
>. 


miſe 
bg 4 


for ſervation I take to be itſelf not only a very probable, but 


cem an entirely certain Argument, that theſe Books are ge- 


rare, 
ſents |Þ 
vith- 7 


*” 
_—_ 


Drets | 


8 10 


: 


Toly Z 


our Demonſtration. 


void | 


Te- 
hap- 
rigi- 
Con. 


hich in both caſes, real and evident Marks of their genuine 
—_ Nature, and unconcerted Compoſure, have greatly im- 
aute pos'd upon you. 
en- i ö 

of ſuch long - neglected Books as the Apoſtolical Conſtitu- 


tions, ought to be compar'd ; and many new Enquirics 
ſtoli- made into Chriſtian Antiquity by skilſul Criticks, before 
we ſhall be able, every where, to ſettle the true Read- 
ords, ing, or clear every remaining Dfficulty, in ſo large and 


- Me particular a Work as that is. 


Ge- many others which lie by me, ready for future Exami- 


boſe nation, notwithſtanding ; I venture to affirm it again; 
noe as a thing certain, that Theſe Conſtitutions are really Ge- 
IP, > nuine and Apaſtolical. He that hath Ears to bear, let him 


4 


1191s proper for diſcovering whether the Antient Monuments 


we appeal to, in this Diſpure, be truly genuine, and of 
F 


the 


Exa- 


„am 


catly 
o me 


hri- 
holy 
little 
an- 
at my 
„ My 
latter 
have 
true, 


lo al- 
eſta- 


ment, 


C9.) 
ment, according to ſuch pure and uncorrupt Copies, 28 
were extant in the Apoſtolical Age, and in the Days 
of Foſephus ; but fince A.D. 128. or thereabouts, have 
never appeared among Chriftians; Which fingle Ob- 


nuine Records of that firſt Age, or of really Aprſtolical 
Antiquity and Authority. Nor will a great many ſtron- 
ger Objections, than thoſe which Your Lordſhip or o- 


thers have hitherto made againſt the Conſtitutions, P. 160, 
which Your Lordſhip owns you have not yet much con- 161, 162. 


fider'd yourſelf ; be at all a Counterpoiſe for this ſingle 
And whocver made Your Lordſhip be- 
lieve, that there was any other Centrariety in thoſe Books 
to the known Goſpels, than ſuch ſmaller Variations or 
Differences between them, in their preſent Copies, as 
appear between thoſe known Goſpels themſelves, even 
in our beſt Copies of them alſo; and which are ſtill, 


There is no doubt but many Copies 


But ſuch Objections, and 


Hear. 


II. This Method of Referees, is the only one that is 


ſufficient Authority, to ſupport our Aſſertions or not. 


For every one, that is weil read in Chucch- Hiſtory, 


knows what ſpurious Texts of Holy Scripture, and what 


ſpurious Books of Antiquity, the old Hereticks, and the 


= Athanaſians after them, have either entirely forged, oc 


© grofsly interpolated, and put upon the World as origi- 
nal and uncorrupt Writings of Antiquity ; and that the 


ſepatating this ſort of Chaff from the Heat, has been 
one main Buſineſs of the Chriftian Criticks ever tince 
C: the 


P. 135, 
136. 


P. 52. 


7. 136. 


( wa ) re 


the Revival of Learning in Europe. And how many ſhi 
of theſe ſpurious and interpolated Writings the more dls 
ignorant Papiſts, and unlearned At hanaſians, ſtill make Ct 
ule of, any one that reads their Writings, or perſonally cal 
converſes with them, cannot be unappriz d. Nor is fy 
even Your Lordſhip got quite clear of ſuch Citations tai 
Yourſelf, even as to ſeveral Texts of Holy Scripture 4 ed, 
in this very Anſwer ; as we ſhall ſee anon. Thus, How | For 
long did the Athanaſians vouch a ſpurious Book, written Co 


about the fifth Cemury, and entitled, Of the Conſubſtan- 
tial Trinity, to belong to no leſs and no later a Perſon 
than the famous Juſtin Martyr himſelf, in the former 
part of the ſecond. Which ſpurions Writing 1 have met 
with ſeveral times cited againſt me by Mr. Mattaire. 
Thus Dr. Waterland himſelf ever cites our preſent Hip- 
polytus contra Noetum [tho not with ſo groſly modern a |: 
Title as did Biſhop Bull, De Deo Trino & Uno, or, Of | 
the Trinity in Unity,] as in general a genuine and un- 
corrrupt Book; whereas tis at leaſt one half of it in- 
rerpolated by an Athanaſian, ſince the fifth Century : | 
as the C6mpariſon of a large Paſſage antiently quoted 
our of ir, both in Greek and Latin, by Theodorit and 
Pope Gelaſius, even in the fifth Century does evidently | 
demonſtrate, Nay, he condeſcends ſo low, as to allege 
a groſsly ſpurious Manuſcript in the Bodleian Library, 
falſely aſcrib'd ro Origen; tho', as I am inform'd, even 
he does it without pretending that it is genuine. Nor, 
az I remember, has Dr. Mangey been more faithful in 
that Matter. Your Lordſhip allo ventures to quote 
1 John v. 7. as a genuine Text, which is now giving or 
given up by all the truly Learned, even by Dr. Bentleß 
and Dr. Waterland themſelves; and concerning which 
the preſent Diſpute is, whether ever any one Greek MS 
in the World, that was really written before Printing own | 
came in, had it: I mean otherwiſe than in the Margin, hererc 
as an Interpolation. Nay, Your Lordſhip ſtill cites that 7 the 
ſtrange Creed, whereof all the truly Learned are ſo perſiſt 
much aſhamed, as belonging to Athanaſius himſelf; ſhall | 
which Original thereof is now univerſally given up, as nient 
indefenfible. Poſſibly Your Lordfhip, who are pleas d thoſe 
ro allege this as One of the Reaſons for Your Cita- and (; 
tion of 1 John v. 7. as genuine, that Tu enough for Tou and 
that Jou find this Text in Your Bible; [tho' that Text was Verſi 
ſtill in che old Eugliſh Bibles, only in ſuch (mall diffe- 
a rent 


”—_—— = 


Ein 
rent Characters, or with ſuch particular Marks, as 
ſhew'd it not to be in the Original, till about the mid- 


> dle of the Reign of Queen Elizabeth: ] becauſe the 
d. Church of England in her Articles [tho not Liturgy] 
calls this Creed Athanaſius's, may think, that T enougs 
s |: for Tou, that You find it ſo called there; tho' it now cer- 
s tainly appears, and tis agreed upon among all the Learn- 
e ed, both Papiſts and Proteſtants, that there is no ſort of 
* Foundation for ſuch an Opinion, but that it was the 
n Compoſition of a ſpurious Author, above a Century, 
perhaps above four Centuries after the Death of Arha- 
n xafims, Thus neither Biſhop Bull, nor Dr. Waterland, not 
er Your Lordſhip, nor indeed any of the modern Athana- 
et fians, are aſhamed to cite Rufinus's Verſions of Pamphis 
e. luis Apology for Origen, and of Origen's own Book Peri 
p= Archon, for genuine Teſtimonies to Origen's Orthodoxy ; 
a though Rufinus himſelf openly confeſſes, and it is well 
OF known by all the Learned, that in ſuch Paſſages as 
in- concerned the Doctrine of the Trinity, bis Verſions did, 
in- frequently diſagree from thoſe Words of theſe original 
y: | Authors which he tranſlated, as they ſtood in all the 
red || Copies of his Age; (which Words he confeſſes ro be 


ind | ſometimes too groſly Heretical to be fer down) but 
uy |: gave us others in their ftead : either pick'd out of other 
ege Parts of Origen's Works, and inſerted as he pleas'd, as 
ry, himſelf pretended; or as Ferom affirms, and as the 
ven Learned commonly ſuſpect, ſometimes entirely deviſed 
Jor, of his own head for that purpoſe. I (ay nothing of that 
| in weak and ridiculous Piece of the ſame knaviſh Rufinus, 
1Iote concerning the Adulteration of the Books of Origen, which 
p or the Athanaſians, and Your Lordſhip alſo, are nor a- 
atley 7 ſhamed to. allege ro the like purpoſe; even after the 
bich much more Learned and Impartial Ferom had himſelf 
MS tbrougbly confured and expoſed it, even in Rufinus's 
ing own Age alſo, About which Matters, the Confeſſions 
rgin, hereto annex'd will, I hope, give Your Lordſhip and 
that the World full Satisfaction. If the learned Arthanaſians 
re ſo perſiſt to quote ſuch Authorities as theſe againſt us, I 
(elf ; 7 ſhall begin to fear, that they will alſo think it conve- | 
p. as nient to vote for the Genuineneſs of many other of 
eas d thoſe ſpurious Writings, which they have ſo honeftly 
| 


Cita- and ſo unanimouſly diſcarded in the two laſt Centuries ; 
and that, by degrees, the Athanaſian Creed, Rufinu?'s 

= Verſions of Origen, Gregory of Neoceſarea's Creed and 
C2 Miracles, 


True Ori- 
gin of the 
Sabelllan 


naſtan 
Doctrines 


6121) 
Miracles, with the forementioned Treatiſes, De Deo 
Trino & Uno, Title and all, and D: Con ſubſt antiali Trini - 
tate; with the reſt of the Athanaſian Rubbiſh, which 
they ſeem now to be ſorry they have parted with, tho 
they know not how to defend, will be boldly re- 


aſſam'd, and cited with an open face againſt their Op- 


moon. I ſpeak not here without real Apprehenſions. 


or I know that the Athanaſian Cauſe greatly wants 
thoſe Aſſiſtants; that it finds itſelf ſinking apace for 
want of them; and that there are ſome Perſons in the p 
World, and they not of the groſſeſt Characters neither, 
that will think it beiter to connive at, if not to coun- 
tenance ſome ſuch pious Frauds again, than to have the 
Nakedaeſs of rhe modern Churches roo evidently ap- 
Principiis Obſta, 7 i 
is certainly, My Lord, a very fir Caution in theſe caſes. 
Bur this by the By. Thus alſo, to conclude this Parti- 
cular, the Athanaſiant, and Your Lordſhip among them, 
do with the utmoſt affurance moſt frequently cite Ter- 
tullian, tor the Catholick Tradition concerning the grand 
Article of rhe Conſubſtantiality, even in thoſe his Wri- 
tings, wherein he is known to have followed the Monta- 
niſti falle Prophecies ;z and wherein he openly confeſſes | 
that he did ſo; nay, wherein he openly profeſſes and 
pleads, that this very Doctrine, (or rather Phzloſophical ©? 
Norion) of the Conſubſtantiality, was directly a Branch 
of the Montaniſt Enthuſiiſn; and indeed never once pre- 
rends to any higher Original for it. And this the Atha- * 
naſians do without all Sham? or Reflexion. I have ſome 
time ſince, My Lord, ſo fully detected this egregionuns 
F2llacy, in a particular Pamphlet of my own upon that 
Head, that I venture to ſend it to Your Lordſhip toge- 
ther wich this; and to beg your careful Peruſal of it, 
before you any more quote Tertullian, the Montaniſt, 
and Aeha- for an Evidence, that the Conſubſtantiality is a Doctrine * 
derivd down from Chriſt and his Apoſtles. And! 


pear in ſuch important Matters. 


fully expect, that none of the truly Learned Athanaſians 


will quote him for that purpoſe hereafter , till thoſe © 
Facts, thoſe evident and notorious Facts, advanc'd in 
thar Pamphlet, can be diſprov'd by them. This laſt 
Inftance is not indeed of the Citation of a ſpurious Aur | 
thor, as are the foregoing ; but it contains fo unfair and 
pernicious a Practice, and one ſo near of kin to the 
other, that 1 chuſe to rake this opportunity to introduce 

it, 8 


+ 


4 


( 13 ) 

ir, and to give Your Lordſhip, and the World again, due 
Caution about ir. But the Examples of ſuch groſs De- 
ceirs and Impoſitions in the Writers of Controverſy are 
innumerable ; which Deceits and Impoſitions would be 
generally avoided, by that Reference here propoſed : 
* Otherwiſe, when our quarrelſome Diſputants will ceaſe 


to be themſelves cheated, or will no longer cheat the 
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World this way, no body can determine. | 
III. This Method will prevent thoſe frequent Com- 
plaints of falſe Tranſlations of antient Paſſages on both 
Sides, which now make ſo great a Noiſe, and take up 
ſo much room in our Books of Controverſy, Nor 
would this Your Lordſhip's Anſwer, I dare ſay, be 
taken ſo much Notice of by my Adverſaries, as it now 
is, were it not for this and another ſuch like Handle 
which you catch at, relating to ſome of my Tranſlations, 
and Citation, of the antient Teftimonies. And I am 
far from denying, that Your Lordſhip, in three or four 
Plates, have turned the Greek Expreſſions more nicely 
than 1 had done before; for which I return Your Lord- 
ſhip Thanks: And according to which nicer rendring, 
the Paſſages now ſtand in this corrected Edition. Tho' 
I dare appeal to every candid Reader, whether thoſe 
Teftimonies be not almoſt as pregnant to my pur» 
pole in this, as they were in the former Tranſlation. 


Baut then, My Lord, I muſt be allow'd here to give 


> the like Examples on Your own part; and to com- 
plain, in my Turn, againſt ſeveral of Your Lordſhip's 
2 Tranſlations; which ſeem to me, indeed, ſuch, as none 
but an Athanafian would have made. However, before 
2 mention any of thoſe miſtaken Tranſlations themſelves, 
> I ſhall obſerve one thing, by way of Preliminary, viz. 


> That where, in my Tranſlation of a very remarkable Letter, 


ſt 3 Place of Antiquity, I mean of the Words of Trypho top. 13. 


** Tuſtin Martyr, concerning the God of Iſrae/s having 
made Chriſt, J had before neglected the proper Force of 
> the Greek Expreſſion (though not For, — againſt my 
don Opinion) Your Lordſhip does not at all except a- 
gainſt, or correct that my inaccurare Verſion, which, 
> yer in Equity, was as proper to have been done as any 


of the reſt. The Place, I mean, is that where Tryphe 


11 directly aſſures Fuſtin, that tho that Divinity of Chriſt 
>? ſhould prove true, which Fuſtin had been before fo 
largely proving to him, yet it till followed, that the 

God, 


P. 46, 47. uuriſſòs Oeòs, the made God, when ſpoken by Origen of the 


C4) | 


* 


God of 1/74e! did, & d, 78799 c-, make, not bin | 

only, as I before rendered ir, without its due Emphaſis, do no 
but even this Perſon himſelf; did make this very Perſon, F Your | 
whom he here ſuppoſes to be Lord, and Chriſt, and either 
God; as Fuſtin had aſſerted concerning him. And 
yet this Expreſſion, My Lord, how heretical or blaf. |: 
phemous ſoever it be eſteemed in the latter Ages, Juſtin 
Martyr, no way blames, as either falſe or raſh in his 
Adverſary. And now, My Lord, having noted this 
Miſtranſlation of my own, which Your Lordſhip did not 
think fir to correct, I proceed to thoſe Miſtranſlations of 
Your Lordſhip's, 'which ſeem to me to ſtand in as great }?ſhi 
need of Correction, as any of thoſe of mine which Your | 
Lordſhip has corrected. In the firſt place, therefore, 
I complain of Your Lordſhip's Exception againſt my g. 
true Tranflation of an Expreſſion of Origen, and of | 
Your Lordſhip's miſtaken Trandation of it. I render |" 


Son. This, you ſay, is done very perver/ely and falſely, | 
and, in oppoſition to this very perverſe and falſe Verſion | 
of it, you render it, The Begotten God. This is a ſtrange | 
thing indeed! that a declar'd Athanaſian ſhould complain 
of the moſt liceral rendring of ui in the World.; even ! 
in a Cale where, if Your Lordſhip's Management were |: 
purſued, ir would utterly ſubvert the very Foundation of 
the Athinaſian Scheme: For the ſuppoſed mighty Diffe- 
rence there is between xyo,u22 and Karvdw, between ne 


. 
2 = 
© 


2 — and j4rp1785, i. e. between making and begetting, between rende 
E 3110 „Creation and Generation; between made, or created, and marg 
of tha. #+g9tten, in theſe Caſes, how ſmall ſoever in itſelf, is ruh 
a of the grand Foundations of the Athanaſian Hypo- Lord 


Vol. I. 
3 cteine, and Eternal Creation a moſt abſurd Hereſy or 


thefis ; in which Eternal Generation is fundamental Do- certa 


Chriſt 
Blaſpbemy. So that how Your Lordſhip ventures to | 
confound theſe Words, in your Verſion, in oppoſition to 
me, who, with all the Learned, at leaſt all rhe learned 
Athanaſians, render ui, made, I can give no ac- |: 
count; eſpecially while you had yourſelf, in the very ©: 
foregoing Page, when it better ſerved your Purpoſe, 
expreſly rendered 434vn]o;, in the very ſame Author, 
Unmad?, or Uncreated ; and bad you not ſo rendered it, 
the Paſſage you was quoting on your Side, would, even 
in your own Opinion, have been impious and heretical. 
Though, indeed, I mutt affure Your Lordſhip, that I ! 


23 
do Lore 


him : ( 15 ) 

aſis, do not at all believe, that Origen ever affirmed, as 
rſon, Your Lordſhip cires him, that our Saviour was £4vn7 ©, 
and either Onbepotten, or Vnmade ; as the Word ftands in 
And one Place of his preſent Copies. Both the entire Co- 
blaſ- herence of that very Place; Origen's known Doctrine 
uſtin and Language elſewhere ; as well as the abſolute Silence 
his of all his antient Athanaſian Vindicators as to any ſuch 
this Expreſſion or Doctrine of his, utterly forbids us ro ſup- 
| not poſe ſuch a thing of him. Bur this by the By. There 
ns of j is, as I conceive, another Miſtranſlation of Your Lord- 


great 
Y our Zwhere you turn the Greek Words, 15zy ow] TY muno ay |t 
fore, du, Faithful to him that appointed him ; when the Ori- 
my] ęinal runs literally, Faithful to him that made him. And 
d of Your Lordſhip ſays, you would not have believ'd from 
nder any Man, but myſelf, that I ſhould ſo tranſlate and 
f the [?apply ir. Our common Engliſt Verſion indeed, as well 
ſely, as other Athanaſian Verſions alſo, render the Text as 
ion does your Lordſhip ; bur then our Verſion confeſſes in 
inge tbe Margin, that in the Greek it is made him; and the 
lain] old Vulgate, or Italick, directly and literally renders 
ven it fecit, made him. Nor does there ſeem to be more 
rere than one truly parallel Place in the whole Bible, and 


n of that omitted by Your Lordſhip alſo, where that Word 
'fe- 7 £minos can be fairly interpreted appointed, as the Mar- 
17% gin of our Bibles quotes it, 1 Sam. xii. 6. and where we 
een tender it advanced: But even there we find, in the 
and marginal Note, the literal rendring allo made; I ſay, 
, is truly parallel Place, for I cannot allow that any of Your 
po- Lordſhip's Examples here alledged are ſo: It being 
Jo- certainly one thing to make a Perſon à Ruler; to make p. 95, 98. 
or Chriſtians, Kings and Prieſts unto God; to make or ordain 


to x Twelve to be with Chriſt ; and to be ſent forth to preach; 
ro to be made an High Prieſt ; and quite another, to ma: 
2 Chriſt abſolutely, without any ſuch Addirion at all. Nor 
would any Interpreter, I ſuppoſe, have render'd the 
words otherwiſe than I do, were it not that they take 
this Author's Doctrine, in that irs obvious Verſion to be 
> Hererical ; as was directly and commonly done to— 
Wards the end of the fourth Century, in the Days of 


en 
al. tis not indeed improbable, that many might 1ncline, 
I = from the Coherence, to paraphraſe the Text, as Your 


do Lerd(hip, and the Arbanaſians traiſlate ii. cod, My 
45 Lord. 


"ſhip's, relating to this matter; I mean of Heb. iii. 2. P. 96.-Ioo. 


'* Philaſtrius, as 1 formerly noted in my Letter. Though P. 3 r. 


Ham. in 
1 John 
v. 7. 

P. 146. 


(16) 
Lord, let our Tranſlations of the very Words of the Bi- 
ble, wherevever it can well be ſo, be literal, whatever 
our Paraphraſes or Expoſitions may be; and conſider a 
little, whether, if the Author to the Hebrews had been 
uſed ro think it Blaſphemy and damnable Hereſy, as do 
the Athanaſians, to ſay, that God made Chriſt, 
only obvious, if not the only poſſible Senſe of that 
word in the Greek Language, he would not have choſen 
another word to expreſs God's appointing him to the 
Office of an High Prieſt. And why, as to the only two 


in the | 


directly parallel Expreſſions, in or near the Apoſtolical F 
Age, concerning Chriſt, that God did, worery e, 
make him: I mean that in Trypho, lately mentioned, 
and this in the Author to the Hebrews; You ſtill allow, 


that in the One it truly ſigniſies, that Chriſt was a Being 


made by God ; while, it ſeems, it is Hereſy and Blal- 5 
phony to think ſo of the Other, I farther complain, my 


rd, that Dr. Hammond miſtranſlates, and Your Lord- F 
ſhip paraphraſes, as if you had miſtranſlated a famous, 
bur obſcure, Paſſage in Athenagoras; where he ſpeaks | 
of the natural Unity and Dependance there is between 
the Fathgr and the Son; and, in the third Rank, even 
the Holy Spitit alio, which no Chriſtians properly de- 


ny; as if he had directly called the Holy Spirit God, 


his Days. But the modern Athanaſians, and among 
them Your Lordſhip, have been ſo long us'd to call 
the Holy Spirit directly God, and this even in your ſo- 
lema Worſhip itſelf, and to affirm, as a Fundamental 
of Chriſtianity, that the Three Perſons are One Gad; that 
you readily ſupply what the antient Catholick Chriſtians 
never did, never durſt ſay upon ſuch Otcafians. Nor is 
the Term God, I think, directly uſed by any Catholick 
Chriftian, conceraing the Holy Ghoſt, in about three 
Centuries and a half. Nor was it ever, that I know 
of, uſed by any ſober Author, Heathen, Jew, be 10 

2 tholic 


and had directly affirmed, that the Three Perſons were 
One God, which two Doct tines the Athanaſians uſually © 
find in that Paſſage : Vet does Athenagoras directly a- 
void both thoſe Expreſſions and Aſſertions, even in this 
Context; which yet, of almoſt all others in Chriſtian 
Antiquity, did the beſt admit of, or require, ſuch Ex- 
preſſions and Aſſertions; and thereby lets us plainly | 
know, that thoſe Expreſſions and Aſſertions were not 


conſiſtent with the Chriſtian Language and Notions in 
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(17) 
Catholick Chriſtian for a complex Notion, or for Three 
Perſons in one Subſtance ; nor indeed for any other than 
for One ſingle Perſon, till the very Days of Atbanaſins : 
which eminent, which important, which notorious Facts, 
I beg Your Lordihip will carefully remark upon this Oc- 
caſion. I complain, in the next Place, of Your Lordſhip's 


Miſtranſlation of Euſebius's Words, Ex d19r@ wa ako A P. 61. 


ve v, ‚ fav) TS Tu BAHe95 dau εν,,m X) Am even- 
Ts B  Jov2 wews ennwuzver, From Eternity, and before 
all Ages, being ſubſtantiated of, or according to the inex- 
preſſible and inconceivable Counſel and Power of the Father; 
which is literally no more than this, before the Age, or 
rather before all the Ages, &c, And Your Lordihip ſeems 
to forget the Occafion of this Language, which is taken 


from the Epiſtle to the Hebrews itſelf ; which affiims, Heb. i. 2. 


that thoſe Ages were created or made, together with the 
World, by the Son of God: By whom alſo, ſays that 
Author, he made, T3 A vas, the Ages; not the World it- 
ſelf, as we paraphraſe it, inſtead of tranſlating it. 
Whence, as we ſhall obſerve hereafter, the Antienrs ſtill 
looked on the Words Time, and the Ages thereto be- 
longing, not as any way fit to denote the abſolute and 
uncreated Eternity of, or Co eternity with God the Fa- 
tber; but as belonging to the World itſelf, with the 
Creatures contain'd therein, at or after their Creation, 
and not otherwiſe. And if Yaur Lordſhip tranſlates, 
F diaves, from Eternity, the following Words, AAN d's 
ve a4vmoy darwvoy, muſt be tranſlated, or rather before all 
Eternities : The Abſurdity of which Expreſſion, upon 
Your Lordſhip's Notion of an abſolute Scholaſtick E- 
ternity, ſtill referred ro by the Antients, forced Your 
Lordihip into this Miſtranſlation. But whether gn), 
concerning the Origin of the Son, be Mil, as I render 
it; or Counſel, as Your Lordſhip, 'tis much rhe ſame 
to me: there being room neither for Mil nor Connſel in 
nec-ſ[ſary Emanations ; ſuch as the Athanoſims dream of 
in this Cale : And indeed dream of, not only without, bur 
agrinſt every ſingle Expreſſion both in Scripture and 
Anriquity bereto relating. And till they give up this 
ſtrange, and antiently unheard of Pretence of Neceſſity. 
in the Derivation of the Son from. the Father, they 
ſhould never once mention Primitive Antiquity at 
all under this Article, I likewi(®@®mplain of Your 
Lord(hip's Tranſlation of bo Heb, 1. 3. by Sub- 


ſiſtence, 


P. 89. 


(18) 

ſiRence, or Perſon, in the nice Athanaſfian Senſe of that 
Word : Whereas the Learned well know, and have fre- 
quently obſerved it, that this Word appears never to 
have been uted in that Senſe till the Days of Athanaſius; 
nay, that it was not then generally appropriated to 
that Senſe without great Controverſy and Difturbance ; 


Ep 57,58. of which, two of Ferom's remarkable Epiſtles to Pope 


Damaſus make particular mention. Your Lordſhip is 
lo much uſed to, fo well verſed in the modern Lan- 
guage about the Trinity, that you readily imagine the 
Author to the Hebrews to have been ſo too: while tbere 
is no Pretence for the modern Signification of the Word |: 
vTogzms, in about three hundred Years after the Days of 
thar Anchor, I complain alſo, My Lord, about that 


P. 130. &c. famous Text in Sr. Paul, Rom. ix. 5. not that your own, 


and our Bwles rendering of, 3 de &# Tedy)av O e Hvaoe 
yams eig d Mg. *Auir. Who is over all, God bleſſed for 
ever; Amen; may not be a juſt Tranſlation ; but that 
You affirm, that my other rendering, The God over al, 
or, who i over all, be bleſſed for ever; Amen: is not al- 
loa juſt Trarflation; I mean on the account of the na- 
rural Ambiguity there is in the Original: where, with- 
our the Diſcovery of the genuine puncta ion, which 
the oldeft Manuſcripts do not give us, 6 &y may either 
connect this Sentence to the foregoing, and then the u- 
ſual rendering is right; or it may begin a Sentence, and 
then my rendering is right. And though the Athana- 
fians may not care ro hear of ſuch Examples, as have 
d in the beginning of Sentences, yet ate there not a 
few of them even in the New Taſtament itſelf. Your 
Lordſhip may pleaſe ro conſult them at your leiſure, as 
they here follow; Mat. xii. 30. Mark xii. 16. John iii. 
31. viii. 47 xviii.37. Rom. xiii.1. 1 The ſſ. v. 8. and ſes how 
many more Examples you can find of the other Con- 
nection; which I here ſer down alſo, ſo far as my Ob- 
ſervation has diſcovered them there: John i. 18, iii. 13. 
vi. 46. xii. 17. 2 Cor. xi. 31. Col. iv. 11. I allo greatly 
complain, My Lord, thar you, with our common Ver— 


P.9-,128, ſion, render thoſe eminent Words of St. Paul, Phil. ii. 6, 


129. 


Ou 4pmy udv iy nm] 73 vas e GE thought it not Rob- 
bei to be equal with God; contrary to all the parallel Ex- 
amples of the like Phraſe among the Greeks ; contrary 
ro all its Renderings and Explications in the earli- 
eſt Antiquiry; and contrary to the plain and obvious 

Reaſoning 
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Reaſoning of St. Paul in that whole Coherence, Nor 

do I believe that Dr. ZYaterland's weak and waverin 

Vindication of the common Verſion of this Text, in 

his Sermon at St. Paul's, has, or ever will, ſatisfy any | 
one confidering Perſon, that this is the true rendering | 
of ir. And certainly a Text which, in the Original 

and Context, moſt naturally ſignifies, that Chrift did not 

take upon him, or did not lay claim to be equal, or even 

like to God, is very aukwardly alledg'd for an expreſs 

Proof, as Your Lordſhip does, that he did claim an Equa- 

lity with God. Bur above all, My Lord, I complain of 


i Your Lordihip's Verſion and Paraphraſe of Origen's fa- P. 143. 

* mous Paſſage concerning the creating, or making, of the 

> Hcly Spirit by the Son; as if becauſe mwwmre is | 
m the comparative Degree, he might only mean, that 
5, the Spirit was more honourable than al! things made by the 


* Father, by Chriſt, without being himſelf one of them: 
|? Whereas the whole Context that follows. which I for 
brevity omitted in my Letter; tho' I had elſewhere ſet Vol. IV. 
it down more largely, as I have now done in this Edi- Art. xix. 

tion here allo ; as well as what went before in my Cira- 
tion, is direct and plain; and all Antiquity allows ic 
for Origen's Doctrine, that the Holy Spirit received his 
very Exiſtence, as well as his Perfections, from the Fa- 
ther, as the Original; and by the Son, as the Inſtru- 
ment; and tbat he was the moſt Honourable of all thoſe 
> Beings that thus received their Exiſtence and Perfecti- 

ons by the Mediation of the Son; or of all thoſe things 
that were made by the Son, in the Text he was ex- 
pounding. This Verſion and Paraphraſe of Your Lord- 
* ſhip's is fo very contrary to the plain and confeſſed Senle 
> of the Place, and ſo little ro your own Satisfaction, as 
appears by thoſe doubtſul Words that immediately fol- 
low in your Anſwer, that I cannot but wonder at it. IP; 144 
appeal to your own cool Thoughts, whether this be not 
more like a wilful Impaſit ion on your Readers, than any f 
or all my miſtaken Verſions put together. Yet becaule 
| Your Lordſhip, in the whole Tenour of your Anſwer, 
ſeems to me ſincere, I will nor ſuſpect any want of Inte- 
gtity even in this Caſe; but rather impure it to the un- 
bappy Nature of Diſputation and Controverſy, which 
frequently betrays Perſons, otherwiſe very honeſt, into 
* ſuch unjuſtifiable Dealing, as in other Circumſtances 
they would themſelves grearily abhor. And thus Your 
; | D 2 Lordſhip 


Modeſt 
Plea, p 
306. 


See my 
Letter 

u der 
Tertullian. 
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Lordſhip may at length perceive, that theſe Com- 
plaints of falſe Tranſlations will not be all of one fide; 
but that the Athanaſians, and among them Your Lord- 
ſhip, while a Writer of Controverſy, will have, at leaſt, 
an equal Share : ard that by 3 nothing can 


event theſe Complaints, or the Occafions of them, 
but ſuch a mutual Reference as I am now recommend- 
ing 

IV. This Method will prevent another common Oc» 
caſion of Complaint on both ſides, viz. That che Quo- 
rations are not /arge enough, or that ſome Clauſes, either 
before or after what is ſer down, are artfully omitted, 
This is one of the greateſt Faults Your Lordſhip finds 
with my Letter, and that very often alſo. Thus you ſay 
of one of my Quotations out of Euſebius, that I omit 
ſomewhat before it, becauſe it did not ſuit with my Do- 
frine : That I left our an And, that my Reader might 
think that God the Word was begotten by a Communication 
from the Father of ſome created Subſtance. You afterward 
ask me, hy did you flop ſo unfairly, by drawing a Line, 
and omitting ſome Words that followed? And again, Why 
did you omig what immediately preceded your Quotations ? A- 
gain, Now thx, &c. n the moſt extraordinary and unfair 
that ever I met with, Again, My did not you proceed? 
And you ſay that the Author I bad there cited, Tertullian 
by Name, did immediately add to the Word Created,the Word 
Bepotten : Nay, that Tertullian thereupon ſaid, Exinde 
tum Parem ſibi faciens, de quo procedendo Filius fattus eſt : 
Hence making him Equal to himſelf, by proceeding from 
whom, he is made the Son. A ſtrange Inference this laſt, 
My Lord! that the Generation or Creation of any Being 
by God bimſelf, ſhould make that created or begotten 
Being equal to his Creator or Father! Nor will the Con- 
text at all bear ſuch an Inference. A late judicious A u- 
thor has ſpoiled all this, by obſerving, very juſtly, that 
when Biſhop Bull, or others, cite this Place as a Proof of 
the real Parity or Equality of the Son to the Father, 
they only build upon a puerile miſpelling of the Copies, 
Parem for Patrem, Equal for Father, as the Coherence 
here, and other Paſſages elſewhere, evidently ſhew. But 
this by the way. Farther; I quoted this Paſſage from 
Ori19en, They are illuminated by that Wiſdom, which is the 
Efflux or Splendor of the eternal Light; and this merely 
0 ſbew, that he called the Son not the Cocterna! Effiux 


World. After wards Your Lordſhip complains, that Ip. 59. 


1 
or Splendor of the Eternal Light. as the Athanaſians would 


love to ſpeak ; but joined the Epither Eternal tothe Father 
only, without any farther Concern with the Coherence. 


Now, ſays Your Lordſhip here, They! who? I gueſs youP. 43. 


were aſham'd to tell me; and ſo you proceed to wonder ar 
me, and expoſe me, without any Occaſion in the 


* leave out a great deal of a Paſſage of Euſebius ; as if I 


were conſcious that be had not ſaid enough for my purpoſe, 
and that what I cite, I cite by Piece-meals: And then, ſays p. 6, 


| Your Lordſhip, follows a Paſſage which you have omitted 


| in this Place, becauſe, in your own Fudgment, it does not 


” conſiſt with the Doctrine which you would have Euſebius to 
* aſſert. In the two next Pages alſo you ſer down two 
more Paſſages that I had omitted. Again, you com- 


F plain, that I ſlop with a Stroke, according to my Cuſtom, p. g,, 


cauſe the next words are an Anſwer to the Queſtion, and 


would have ſhewn that my Quotation was not to my pur- 


! poſe, Is not here, My Lord, a ſufficient number of 
Complaints? And thoſe ſometimes greatly aggravated 
* againſt me? Yer, upon a Review, I do not find that I 


was once to blame, on account of any of theſe Omiſ- 
ſions. I was ſelecting Paſſages that belonged to one 
diſtinct Doctrine, that of the real Co- eternity, without 


directly meddling either with the Divinity in general, 
or Conſubſtantiality, or Coequality: and I think it appears, 
by all Your Lordſhip's Inſtances, tbat I had omitted no 
one thing in the Places cited that properly concerned 


that Doctrine. Now becauſe Your Lordſhip, as well 


| as Biſhop Bull, and others, always find yourſelves great- 
* ly preſs'd with the Plainneſs and Number of the antient 
Texts and Teftimonies upon this fingle Head; which 


you can no way pretend to balance by thoſe oppoſite to 
them: you then are forcd ro take ſhelrer in ſome 
other Expreſſions of the ſame Writers, that ſeem to you 
to favour the Divinity in general, or the Coequality, or 


the Conſubſtantiality ; and from thence, by a novel way 


of Deduction, collect that Doctrine of the proper Co- 


eternity. While yet tis notorious, that the principal, and 
| almoſt only antient Writer, who is exprels for a ſort of 


| Tertullian, when a Montaniſt, is allo as expreſs againſt 


Conſubſtantiality, and ſomewhat like Equality, I mean 


| the proper Coeternity; he directly affirming, with a 
lomewhat more than Arian Boldneſs, that there was 


even 


— — —— — —- — — —— 


Letter, 
P. 15. 


Books of the New Teſtament themſelves. So that, un- 


blamed, for the Neceſſity Your Lordſhip was under, 


6 24 | 14 
even a Time when God was not a Father, and had not 4 
Son; and as for the Divinity in general, the Learned 
cannot but know, that both the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, 
and the larger Epiſtles of Ignatius, which the Athang- 
ſians ſo greatly complain of, as favouring the Arian, 
do oftner call our Saviour God, than do the known 


for 
and | 
after, 
by fa 
to Ye 
and t 
= a ſhre 
= own 
 minAl 


der this Head, I have great reaſon to complain of Your 
Lordſhip's Treatment of me, and to inſiſt, that I be not 


of enlarging many Quotations, in order either to di- V. 
vert the Reader from the natural Importance of the con 
Paſſages produced by me; or, if poſſible, ro fiſh our Writ! 
ſome what in the Context, that by the modern way of both 
inferring at a Diſtance, and drawing remote Conſequences, 2 f 
might make a Shew of contradicting me; and this of rh 
becauſe you greatly wanted direct Teſtimonies your- | I kno 
ſelf for the Coeternity. That there is but One ftrictly ſome 
Eternal Being, or Perſon, the Father; and that when ic ſtake 
rogues him, and not otherwiſe, the Son was created, or ¶ ſtip ct 
Gegorten, in order to his miniftring ro him in the Crea - the D 
tion of all ſubordinate Beings, even of the Holy Spiric  ſhew | 
himſelf, is evidently the Doctrine of Chriſtian Anti- | cordir 

ity, even of the Catholick Church, at and after the Conſe 

ouncil of Nice itſelf; as I have, I think, fully proved de be 
in my Vindication of the Council of Nice from the Artha- I You | 
naſian Hereſy; and in my Collection of antient Monument: W em 
thereto annex d; which I take the boldneſs to preſent Irini 
alſo ro Your Lordſhip, together with theſe Papers. And other 
I venture to ſay, that if once the early Studies of Chri- Integi 
ſt ian Divines were chiefly confin'd to the Sacred Scrip- — 


tures, and to the Ante. Nicene Fathers, as they ever 
ought to be, ſuch Notions, and ſuch Inferences, as the Bleflii 


Athanaſians now frequently uſe, and depend on, would 59, 
gradually wear our of the Church ; and the Learned my 
would at laſt wonder, that Doctrines ſo ſtrange, and ſo Coriſt 


little ſupported by Sacred or Original Authority, as ng th 


many of theirs are, ſhould ever have been entertained a- % n 


mong Chriftian People. Which is the Caſe with many of þ had | 
the moſt Learned at preſent, with reſpect ro both the ore, 
Popith and Calviniſt Tenets: whilſt yet both theſe have Thucte 
formerly been thought by many, not only really true, ſevera 
but fully (upported by Sacred and Eccleſiaſtical Anti- 1 


quity allo. And certainly, My Lord, the only Remedy 
for ther P 
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ied for all ſuch Complaints of Omiſſions. Prevarications, 


and Impoſitions, and for the Occafions of them here- 
| after, muſt be that impartial Method of Examination 
by fair Referees, which I am now ſo earneftly propoſing 
to Your Lordſhip's Confideration and Encouragement : 
* and the Refuſal of which Propoſal by any fide, will be 
a a ſhrewd fign that their Cauſe will not, even in their 
” own Judgment, bear ſuch a degree of Impartial Exa- 
mination. | 

V. The fame Method would prevent another great 
inconvenience, frequently incident to Controverſial 
Writings ; and that is, the Miſtakes in the Writers on 
both ſides, of one another's Meanings : Nor need I go 
any farther than Your Lordſhip's Anſwer, for Examples 
of this kind. I believe Your Lordſhip will allow, that 
EI know my own Meaning beft ; and that I can, with 
ſome Aſſurance, inform Your Lordſhip when You mi- 
© ſtake it. And here, in the firſt Inſtance, Your Lord- 


rea, the Doctrine of the Trinity; and that I am obliged ro 4. 


cordingly Your Lordſhip ſometimes prefſes me with 
| Conſequences from the Arian Scheme, which You take 
to be mine, Now I muſt affure Your Lordſhip, that 
| You greatly miſtake me. I never did, never dutſt make 
or embrace any particular Scheme or Hypotheſis of the 
Trinity or Incarnation, whether of my own, or any 
other Man's Contrivance whatſoever. Bur, with all the 
Integrity and Imparriality I was maſter of, with the 
beſt Aſſiſtance and Help of my learned Friends that I 
could procure, and with hearty Prayers for the Divine 
Bleſſing and Direction; I went, about thirteen Years 
ago, to make a through Search into the Books of the 
New Teſtament, and all the other Original Records of 
Chriſtianity, till after the Council of Nice itſelf, concern- 
ing theſe important Doctrines of the Trinity and Incar- 
nation, And when, upon the Reſulr of that Search, 1 
had found the ſeveral Branches of thoſe Doctrines 
there, as I might find any ocher Facts in Herodotus or 
Thucidides, J obſerved, on the Compariſon, that thoſe 
ſeveral Articles of the Original Doctrine and Inſtances 
of Original Worſhip and Doxology, which I had thus 
found by the antienter Books themſelves, did of all o- 
ther Parties that I had ever heard of, moſt nearly, if not 
per- 


$ ſhip concludes, that I have a Scheme of my own, about Pref p. 3. 


ſhew chat this Scheme is Rational, as well as True. Ac- P. 159. 
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perfectly agree with the Doctrine, Worſhip, and Doxo- 

logies of thoſe called Euſebians in the former Part of J 
the Fourth Century; z. e. with the greateſt and beſt fo 
Part of the Chriſtian Church, eſpecially in the Eaſt, Li 


till near the middle of the Fourth Century itſelf : and oy 
that thoſe Euſebians did alſo agree with me, and with the © F 
antient Catholicks, in rejecting all human Additions, and be 
novel Terms of Art therein, whether on the Arian or! E 
Athanaſian ſide ; and ſo preſerved the Chriſtian Worſhip Þ Th: 
in its antient Purity, without any Alreration as to the ſo 
old Objects, or Manner of Adoration and Doxology : Ge 
which Alterations the Athanaſians were then zealouſly in- 2 


troducing into the Church. I alſo found by the Hiſtory fat 
of that Fourth Century, that the unjuſtifiable Raſhneſs 
and Folly of Arius, and his peculiar Followers, about 
their Philoſophical Opinions on one Side, (which yet a- 
gree much better to our modern exacter Notions, than 
do the Athanaſian) did, in leſs than a Century, by a ſad, 
bur very natural eeiz 7 &vJoAcis, and the Conſpira- 
tion of many unlucky Circumſtances, gradually betray 
the greateſt Part of the Church into the contrary more 
dangerous“ and unwarrantable Extreme of the Montaniſt 
or Athanaſian Hereſy, Theſe were the Facts, My Lord, 
that I diſcovered to be true in Chriſtian Antiquity, And 
I have been ſo far from advancing any New, or Pecu- 
liar, or indeed any Human, Scheme or * what- 
ſoever, that I gathered every Article of the antient 
Chriſtian Doctrine, in thoſe Points, diſtinctly from the 
Fountains themſelves; and thence, and indeed thence 
only, ſet them down in my Feurth Volume of Primitive 
Chriſtianity Revived. And altho it be indeed ro me a great 
Pleaſure, which Pleaſure the Athanaſians cannot pretend 
ro on their Side, to perceive, upon Recollection, that 
thote antienr Chriſtian DoCtrines are intelligible and ra- 
tional, as well as that they are fully atteſted to by Chri- 
{tian Antiquity ; yet was it the Original Evidence, Sacred 
and Primitive, that was the proper Foundation of my 
Faith and Practice, and not a Fondneſs for any plauſi- 
ble or agreeable Scheme whatſoever. Accordingly, 
bave the great Satisfaction to (ee, that no ſmall part 
of thoſe honeſt, impartial, and learned Perſons, who 
have ſince given themſelves leave fully ro examine 
theſe Points, in the ſame way, have been forced to 
declare for the ſame Doctrines, Worſhip, and Hog 

ogies 


60 


logies themſelves; eren {ornetimes 2painft their own 


former violent Prejudices to the contraty. So that, My 
Lord, I look upon myſelf here obliged to no mare than 
one thing only; and that is, to juſtify the Truth of that 
Fact I have aiterticd, and which I certainly know 19 
be true: viz. That it is plain from very great ſuperior 
Evidence, in three Centuries and ſomewhat above half, 
tha: ſuch were the Primitive Doctrinet, ſuch the Pore 
ſnip, and ſuch the Doxologies of thoſe early Ages of the 
Goſpel, as I bave ſet them down in that fourth Volume, 
and no other, And, with Your Lordſhip's leave, I ſay 
fariher, that if the Learned and Picus Dr. Knight, or 
any other Achan aſian, thinks he can diſcover the Trinity 
in Unity, even all aver the Books of the Old Teſta- 
ment, I am unconcern'd ; fince 1 find, that neither 
Cbriſt bhivteli, nor his Apofties, nor their Followers. 
ever diicover'd ſuch Notions there, If Dr. Souch or 
Dr. Sherlock, Dr. Bennet or Dr. Taterland, Ariut or So- 
cinus, Sc. either make New and Heretical Schemes of 
theirown ; (for T uſe the Words New and Heretical as per- 
fectly ſynony mous in this Caſe) or take up any other O 
Heretical Scheme, as did Athanaſius ; if they adorn and 
recommend, improve and vindicate them never ſo much, 
as He did; I allo am unconcerned : For while the Ori- 
ginal Records of Chriſtianity are extant, they will de- 
monſtrate, that what I have given an Account of, and 
that only, is the CHriſtian Scheme; and by degrees the 
truly Learned, as they dare, and as tbey think proper, 
will diſcover and confeſs it, And if once Dr. J7atere 
land, Dr. Night, and the other really learned Athana- 
ſians, will freely and publickly own this true State cf 
the Caſe; viz. © That the Original Dortrines, and i ore 
* ſrip and Doxologies of the Goipel. as underitocd ard 
practiſed by the Apoſtles, the Apoſtolical Fathers, 
and rhe main Body of the Catholick Church, till the 
Days of Athanaſius, if we be judg'd by the Primitive 
© Records themſelves, without the Reaſonings of the Mo- 
© derns, were the ſame with the I have given an 
Account of from their Writings, in my fourih Ve- 
lume, as they ought in Juſtice to do; I ſhall give 
them leave to frame and emorace what other more 
agreeable Schemes or Hypotiheics ſoever they plcale, 
without any Diſturbance from me; or without my con- 
cerning my ſelf with their Notions or Writings thereto 

E belonging: 


P. 159. 
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belonging : Unleſs, perhaps, in the way of Diverſion 
and Amuſement; as I may ſometimes peruſe the novel 
Schemes of Government, or Religion, which the Col 
lins's, the Tolands, the Tindals, the Authors of the Inde- 
pendent Whig, and the like weak and wild Writers of our 
Age, amuſe us with upon all Occafions. I am ſtill of 
the very ſame Opinion I was, when many Years ago I 
told one, that is now a Preęlate of our Church, when he 
refer'd me to a Pamphlet of his, containing a ſort of 
New Scheme of the Doctrine of the Trinity, that © I 
* begged his Pardon, for I had nor read it. That had 
I defired ro have known His Scheme, I would certain- 
ly have read His Pamphlet; but being alone deſirous 
of knowing the Chriſtian Scheme, or what was the 
Decteine of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, I only ſearched 
into thoſe Original Records of Chriſtianity which con- 
tain'd it.” In which way of proceeding I was immedi» 
ately commended by a very great and good Man, then 
in Company with us, afterward a Prelate of our Church 
allo, bur now with God, as having taken the right 
Method of Erquiry and Determination. If indeed, 
My Lord, there were room for Miſtake as to this 
Matter of Fact, ir would be kind in any of the 


* — „ 


Learned to endeavour to fer me right. But while I 


ſtill find that the Fact is certainly true; ſo certainly, 
that the moſt Learned have, till lately, generally ac- 
knowledg'd it to be fo; as the Confeſſions of even the 
Athanaſizns themſelves hereto annex'd, will evident» 
ly demonſtrate; I am ro way to be influenc'd from 
any other Authorities or Reaſonings whatſoever: I mean 
on the Suppoſition of the Truth and Perfe1on of the 
Chriſtian Revelation only. But to leave this Digre(- 
ſion, and to proceed upon the Miſtakes of one ano- 
ther, which ariſe among Writers of Controverſy. Your 
Lordthip, by taking me for a proper Arian, goes far- 
ther; and puts this Queſtion, Huth what Face can Arians 
aih the Favour of an Indulgence or Toleration from any, 
who have ever read the Hiſtory of their Barbaritizs > Now 
my Reply is here very plain; that if the proper *Arians, 
or lome that ſprang from them, did ever ute any ſuch 
Burbirities, which I do not deny; the Athanaſians have 
been [uflictently even with them, by an almoſt uninter- 
rupted Courſe of 1300 Years Perſecution, But what is 
thac to the Fuſevians? who all along condemned both 
the Arians and Atranaſizns ; and who never, that I 

know 


| niſhment, and, it may be, to Fire an 


CIT I 
know of, did perſecute any one Perſon properly for 
their religious Notions. Euſebius himſelf of Nicomedia, 


from whom the Euſebians then took their Denom ina- 
tion, and Theognis of Nice, were baniſhed with Arins ; 


and that, as they ſay themſelves, not for ſupporting his Antient 
raſh Notions, and novel Language, but for not ſub- Monu— 
{cribing to his Condemnation ; becauſe they were per- ments, p. 
ſuaded he was not guilry of the things he was charg'd 2312; 2, 


with. And 'tis well known, that the moſt Learned Eu- 


ſebius of Cæſarea, was himſelf obliged ro fign rather 


more, at that Council, than he was well ſatisfied with; 
or elſe all his Learning had bardly ſav'd him from the 
ſame Puniſhment, Which Ban iſhments at the Council 
of Nice, I take to be the firſt grand Inſtance of Pe» /e- 
cution among Chriſtians, that Church- Hiftory affords us. 


But the later Ages have been commonly ſo ignorant, 


and ſo wicked, that they have firſt affixed falſe and 
odious Names to honeſt and learned Men, that differ 
from them; and then expoſed them to Refroach and B z- 
Faggot, for 
knowing things better than the reſt of their Neigh- 


bours. Your Lordſhip alſo rakes it for granted, that] P. 5 


ſet up Natural Religion, as a New, but very improper and 


| inadequate Rule, by which we are to determine this Con- 
| troverſy. How far I am from ſetting up ſuch a Rule, and 
what Rule I really go by, in judging of Matters of this 
Nature; Your Lordihip has underſtood, by hat 1 have 
| juſt now ſaid : fol need (ay little more upon this Head. 
If the Chriſtian Religion were not both rational, and 


well atteſted to, I could not believe it. But in Matters 


of Faith, where we have conſiſtent and intellgible No- 


tions deliver'd; (which yer I greatly queſtion whe« 


ther the Athanaſians have;) I profeſs myielt obliged to 


ſubmir to the Clearneſs of the Revelation, and to the 


Original Texts of Scripture, and Teſtimonies of Anti- 


quity ; tho' otherwiſe I could not myleit have been able 
to diſcover ſuch things by Natural Reaſon. Had I 
made my own Conjecture, what ſort of a Meſſias God 


Almighty would have been pleas'd ro ſend ro Mankind, 
| far their Salvation, I, and I ſuppoſe all other Men be- 


ſides me, ſhould, with che Old Ebionites, and Later So- 


| cinians, have readily ſuppos'd, that ſuch a Saviour 
would have been no more than a Great Propbet, or a 
Meer Man. But ſince I am tally ſatisfied, that ſuch a 
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Notion of our Bleſſed Saviqur is entirely inconſiſtent 
with the Chriftian Revziacigoa, I never orce let up my 
own imperfect Gueſſes :£.init the Doctiine of that Sa- 
viour himſelf, and of his Holy Apoſtles. So that Your. 
Lordſhip utterly i me in this Pa:ticular alio. A- 
notker grols Mita Your Lordſhip and others run too 
haſtily into; viz. Vhac we, who cannot go into che A» 
thanaſian Scheme, do really Reject the Divinity of Cu iſt; 
and, in the common Athanaſian Language, imitaced, 

tho' in an oblique Manner, by Your Lordihip, Deny the 
Lord that bought us. Thoſe that know not much of the 
autient Records of our Religion, bur chiefly read mo- 
dern Controverſies and Commentators, are ſome what 
more excuſable, if they join in ſuch a raſh and popular 
Cd;um; while they may innocently ſuppoſe, that there 
is tome real Foundation for ſuch an Imputation. But 
for rhe truly Learned in Antiquity, ſuch as Dr. Water- 
' laud, I wonder their Conſcieaces do not fly in their 
Faccs, and tell them they are inexcuſable. It being very 
obvious every where in the truly Primitive Writers, 
that the D.v:1/;y of Chriſt was then underſtood, of his 
being the Word of God, betore the World began; by 
whom, as by his Infirement or Deputy, the Supreme 
God at fit made, afterward governed, and will at laſt 
judge the World ; and m proper Oppoſition to the Ebio- 
nit2t, Who laid he was a Meer Man: But without the 
leait Acknowiedgment of that abſolure Coerernicy and 
Co2quality wan the Father, which the ignorant Athana- 
ſi ius have fiace affixed to their Notion of that Divinity. 


P.77—$2. Your Lordihip allo, in great Meaſure, mi{{:ikes me, 


Where I quote three or four Texts cur of the Proverbs 
and Eceleſiaſticu-, for the Creation of Wiſdom ; in order 
to prove that the antient Chriſtian Doctrine was this, 
that the Word of God, our Bleſſed Lord, even in his 
higheſt Capacity, was truly created by the Father, The 
Strength of my Argument here lay in the known uni- 
verlal Application of that famous Text in Prov. viii. 22. 
Tye Lord Created me, the Beginning of his Ways, for his 
lo; to Which the other in Eccleſiaticus are Allu» 
ſions ; by the antient Chriſtians (excepring only Trenccus, 
who applies it to the Spirit) from the very Days of the 
Apoſtles themſelves, ro the very Days of Azhanaſius 
himleif; to this Creation of Chriſt, by God the Father, 
before the World began. And indeed, the laſt way 
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tion'd Author, Athanaſius, is himſelf every where fo 
gravell d with this Text, and yet ſo unable either to Orat. 
deny the then univerſally allow'd Interpretation, or to contr. A- 
anſwer the Argument drawn from thence againſt him Tian. paſ- 
by the 4rians, that it would pierce the very Soul of a ſim. 
true Athanaſian, to ſeg how he ſwears and toils, and is 
ever in an Agony to find a good Anſwer to it; but all 
to no purpole 2 Heret laters lethalis arundo. What he, at 
laſt, ſays, that it belongs to the Incarnation, is ſo groſs, 
that none of his wiſer Followers dare own it. Nor do 
| fizd any greater Occaſion for that open Forgery I have 
fully convicted him of, in interpolating the Anathemas #101? 


| of the Council of Nice, and inſerting the ſpurious word Monu mn. Pp. 


created, among thoſe condemned at that time, than the 199293 


| grand Diftreſs he was in from this Text. And thoſe 


thar obſerve the Reaſonings of this Athanaſius, will 
eaſily ſee in what ſtead ſome real Clauſes in that Coun- 


cil, and particularly this ſpurious Clauſe againſt the 


Creation of our Saviour, flocd bim, in his Conteſts 


| with the Arzans. There is allo ſo much more ftreſs 


laid every where, by this Athanaſius, upon the Votes of 
his three hundred and eighteen Fathers, at the Council of 


| Nice, even in oppoſition to the Great Council of Antioch, * 


in the third Century ; and after other and greater Synods 
had annulled what they had done about theſe very 
Points in the fourth; than upon all the many Texts, and 


| few other Teſtimonies alledg'd by bim: that any one 


may find where he took bis, Strength to lie; and that 
he would very willingly have exchanged almoſt all his 


| ocher Scripture Evidence, for the Diſmiſſion of this 
| fingle Text in the Proverbs ; how inconfiderable ſoever 
| Your Lordſhip, and other Athanaſians, think it at this 


Day. And, indeed, the more Your Lordihip, or the 
other Athanaſians, can make it probable, that this Text 
did not originally belong to this matter, or was not truly 
tranſlated by the LXXII. the ſtronger is the Argument 


ſtom all Antiquities Choice of ir, notwithſtanding, to 


exprels thereby their own Chriſtian Doctrine, that the 
Son of God was created by the Fatber. And, by the 


Way, I will here preſume to ſay, that had Athanaſius 


been one tenth part ſo well verſed in the antieut Chriſ- 


tian Authors, as the Great Euſebius, one of his principal 


Adverſaries; and known how frequently they laid that 


+ Chrift, in his bigheſt nature, was a created Being; he 


would 


30 


would hardly have taken that fatal Step, which has be. 
wildred him and his Followers ever fince: I mean 
| would hardly have confeſſed, that if God created Chriſt, 
oc if Chriſt were a created Being, he muſt not have been 
coeternal with bis Father, who created him. For ſince r no 
they have been forced to ventuse upon another Abſur. 
diry, which is juſt the ſame with this before us; and 
have boldly aſſerted the poſſibility of a Son's being coe. 
ternal with his Father; or that eternal Generation is nei. 

ther inconceivable nor incredible : Why ſhould they 

ſcruple to ſay, that-a created Being may alſo be coeterna 

With irs Creator? or that Creation, ab æterno, is not more 
inconceivable, nor incredible, than Generation, ab «ter. 

02 And I make bold ro add this, that till the Athana- 

fans change their R-aſonings on this Head, the nume-W# 

rous and plain Texts and Teſtimonies I have produced, 

in my Letter to Your Lordſhip, from the Bible, and ll 
Chriſtian Antiquity, That our Saviour was certainly 

created by the Father, when carefully confidered, will 

be ſo many Millſtones about their Necks ; and will, at 

length, help to fink them, and their Cauſe for ever. Nor 

do I quite deſpair of ſeeing ſuch ſhrewd and cunning Atha. 

naſians, as Dr. Materland, driven to this laſt Evaſion ; and 

of hearing them broach this other grand Athanaſian My- 

fiery, how deſpis'd and abſurd an one ſoever; that any 
Creature Whatloever may be, ſtrictly ſpeaking, in point 

of Duration, coeternad with its Creator. But this is 2 
Digreſſion. Your Lordſhip alſo greatly miſtakes me, 

when you ſuppoſe that I deny the Trinity, or the Chril- 

tian Doctrines contained even in the Form of Baptiſm, 
concerning the Father, the Son, and the Holy Spirit; as if | 

P.12, 13,did not own, that, Let Us make Mn in our Image; fe- 
107, &c. hoyah rained Brimſtone and Fire from Jehovah out of 
Heaven; with many other Texts of the Old Teſtament, 
according to the antient Interpretation of the Chriſtian 
Church, might juſtly be apply'd to the Father and the 

» 6, Son, What I deny, is, that theſe three Perſons are, mn 
; the Deity, as Your Lordſhip (peaks, or are the One E. 
ternal God. Accordingly, upon this Miſtake, Your Lord: 

ſhip proceeds to prove, by direct Texts, what 1s not 

deny'd ; while what is deny'd, for want of direct Texts, 

is attempted to be proved by remote and modern De- 

| ductions only, Such are the Miſtakes, My Lord, of 


one another's meaning, that Controvertial Writings . 
liable 
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able to; and ſo next to impodiible © lrs-xery often, for 
Diſputants clearly to underſtand each other's true mean- 
ng; without which yet the Debates muſt come to little 
xr nothing; unleſs that Method of friendly diſcourſing 
ach Matters rogether, in the fair way of Referees, be 
ken; Which I am now ſo zealouſly perſuading Your 
ordſhip ro encourage. 

VI. The Method I propoſe, would prevent that ſcan- 
galous Mi/anterpretation of Scripture, which our modern 
riters of Controverſy have ſo frequently and gtoſly 
deen guilty of, I rake it for granted, My Lord, that 
he Texts of Scriptute had originally, each of them, 
ne certain Meaning; correſponding to the obvious 
denſe of the Words themſelves, at that Time, in that 
lace, and in thoſe particular Circumftances whereto they 
properly belong'd: and that, by conſequence, when any 
ther Perſons do pur ſuch a Conſtruction upon them, as 
as not their true meaning at firſt ; if it be done wil- 
ally, tis a profane, or knaviſh; if ignorantly, tis, 
jowever, a vain and ground/eſs Im poſit ion upon us. I take 
t therefore for granted, that we can no other way come 
the genuine Importance of the Texts of Scripture, 
ut by uſing ourſelves frequently to read thoſe original 
Books themſelves, and thoſe neareſt to them, both in 


Time and Place; by conſidering their true Scope and 


Occaſion, with the Opinions and Controverſies of that 
ige and Country, when and where they were written, 
chour any regard to the modern Deſigns or Intereſts 
ff thoſe Parties that have fince ariſen in the World, and 
made uſe of them for their ſeveral Purpoſes : Which ori- 
inal Occaſions and Circumſtances would alone be of 
eight among ſuch impartial Referees, as I am now re- 
ommending. Bur what work all the modern Sects 
ake with theſe antient Sacred Books; what ſtrange 
nterprerations they put upon their Expreſſions, in order 
o hale them over to their ſeveral fides, is moſt noto- 
tous, and often plainly intolerable. The Authors of 
ne Bible are, by turns, Arians, Athanaſians, Papiſts, 


Proteſtants, Lutherans, Calviniſts, Churchmen, Diſſenters, 
Baptiſts, Quakers, and Socinians ; and all this becaule ir 
has been greatly the Intereſt of every one of theſe Par- 
ties, to make themſelves, and others, believe that they 
were ſo, Whereas thoſe Divine and Primitive Writers 
were, generally, dead a long while before either theſe 


Arians, 
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Ariaus, or Athanaſians ; theſe Papiſts, or Proteſtant, , 

theſe Lutherans, or Calviniſts ; theſe Churchmen, or Di/. 

ſenters; theſe Baptiſts, Quakers, or Socinians, were atiſen 

in the World: and, by conſequence, had no particular 

relation to them, or their peculiar Doctrines or Faction 

in any of their Writiggs. Nor did the very Learned 

Dr. Mi ever ſpeak a greater Truth, than when, art the 

end of his cxcellent Prolegomena to his Greek Teſta ment. 

he ſaid, That he was deceiv'd, if in the Apoſtolicg] 

* Epiſtles, eſpecially thoſe of St. Paul; (and the Rea. 

ſon is much the ſame in the reſt of the Books of the 

New Teſtament;) the true ard genuine Senle of the 

* Apoſtics might not be better underſtood, from the ps 

* rallel Places of Scripture, ſuch as he had collected 

* for that Uſe; and from the Obſervations and Expo: 

* tions of the Antients; who (as he empharically and 

* juſtly obſerves) vaſtly differ d from the prejudicate N. 

tions of later Expoſitors and Divines ; than from the 

* moſt ample and complear Commentaries of the Lear. 

ned of this and the laſt Age. Nor do I believe thx 

any truly learned Perſon, well verſed in Antiquity, can 

doubt of the Truth of this Obſervation. Now if thi 

be ſo, what a Caſe are the Generality of the modern 
Diſputants, eſpecially the Atbanaſian Diſputants, ard 

among them Your Lordſhip, in, as ro your Expoſition 

: of Scripture? While, before the Riſe of Montanus, there 
Orig. of is ſcarcely one eminent Text, on Which this Controverh 
rhe Sabel. is ſuppoſed mainly to depend, expounded by any Cz 
and Atha- tholick Chriſtian, at all in the Senſe of the Achanaſian: 
* Der. And, even after that time, bt one expounded properly 
p. S1, Cc. and fully ſo, till the very days of Athanaſius himſell 
Thus, although in the Age when the Writers of the 

New Teſtament lived, and before Conſtantine, the word 

God is known to have been moſt frequently us'd, boi 

by Jews and Gentiles, not only for the Supreme Etemi 

God himſelf, bur for a great number of created and 

inferior Gods allo : And although we have a full ac 

count, that it was only then apply'd to the Son, d 

Word of God, in an inferior Senſe, by a learned 7:8 

Append. contemporary with the Apoſtles, I mean Philo : Ye 
to Com- are we now inſulted by the preſent Azhanaſims, if wlll 
the E woe Will not acknowledge that the name God, given ſon 

Fot few times in the New Teſtament to our Blefſed Saviout 


A John, though without any Mark of its being then we for u 
2 wprenme 


885 


Supreme God, but the direct contrary, certainly im- 

plies, that he is the One Almighty and Eternal God h im- 

ſelf; nay, the very ſame Goa, with his own Alm:ght 

and Eternal Father. Thus alſo, although Dr. Clarke has Scripture 
demonſtrated, that the fame Term Ged did, however, Doctrine, 
in the days of Chriit and his Apoitles, and indeed ever Part II. 
before, and a good while after that time alſo, fignify, Sect. 189, 
both among Jews and Gentiles, one only Perſon; and &c. 33. & 
was never then once uſed, by any ſober Perſon, for a - wo paſ- 
Complex of Perſons, as in the Trmitarian Hypotheſis: yet ny 
will they now force ſuch a novel, ſtrange, and abſurd 
nterpretation upon it, that the ſame word God ſhall be 

Ged taken to denote three diſtindt Perſons in one Subſtance, 

pol without any Pretence from contemporary Antiquity for 

and ſuch an Interpretation: So that they are forced to re- 


N. jeff that Senſe of the word in the Writings of the Apo- 
tte files, which is ttrongly arteſted to in the days of the 
ent- Apoitles; and to embrace that Senſe, which has not one 
tas fingle Example to ſupport it, in all thoſe early Ages 


whatſoever. Thus alſo the Atbanaſians lay uſually 


thi reat weight upon ſuch Texts as theſe : God was man:- 
dern fees in the Fleſh; The Church of God, which he has pur- 
ard chaſed with his own Blood; This is the True God and Eternal 
CLOS Life; He is God over all, bleſſed for ever; Thou haſt not lyed 
there unto Men, but unto God: Till not give my Glory to another, 
ve &c. Nor is there any reaſon to doubt, but the Primi- 


tive Writers, had they had all the ſame Texts in their 
. Bibles, and believed the ſame Doctrines that the Atha- 
naſians do, would have been frequently tempted to ex- 
pound them, and the reſt of that ſort, after the ſame 
manner the Athanaſians do. Here therefore we ask 
them, to ſhew us the anaſian Expoſitions of them, 
before the Days of At hanaſius: For that they may ſound 


prexty well that way, after Men have, trom their Child- 
1 Ac ood, been brought up in ſuch Expoſitions, there is no 
oy queſtion, Tis notorious, that the Papiſts, by long 
505 Cuſtom, commonly think that our Saviour's words, at 
e the Celebration of his firſt Supper, This is my Body; Mat. xxvi, 


and This is my Blood, clearly. prove Tranſubſtantiation; 26, 28. 


ſon that our Saviour's words of his Church, that the Gates o ; 
7 1ouT, Hell ſhould not prevail again# it, import, that the Church -xvi. 18. 


of Rome cannot fall into great Errors: that Feed my John xxi. 
8 Sheep, and feed my Lambs, and I give wnto. thee the Keys 15, 16. 

of the Kingdom of Heaven, &c. all ſpoken to St. Peter, Mat. xvi. 
a F give 19. 
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give the Biſhop of Rome a Supreme Power over the 
Church of Chriſt. The Calviniſis are alſo much per- 
ſuaded, that their Interpretation of Rom. ix. concerning 
St. Auſtin's Scheme of Election and Reprobation, is true: 
and accordingly where the words Elet#t or Reprobate occur 
in the New Teſtament, they naturally apply them to 
thoſe whom they call the Elett and Reprobate in their 
own Scheme. Nor is there any end of the Weakneſs 
and Folly of every Sect in ſuch their private Interpre- 
tations of Scripture. But when we dehre theſe Papi/ts, 
Calviniſts, or other Sects, to ſhew ::s their Expoſitions 
of ſuch Texts, in or near the days of thoſe Apoſtles, or 
Apoitolical Men, whoſe Texts they are 3 they then 
diſcover their Weakneſs, and are not able to produce 
them, Accordingly this is the very Caſe of the Atbana- 
ſians, and it has been their very Caſe in and ever ſince 
the days of Athanaſius himſelf 3 who indeed has quoted 
almoit as many ſuch Texts of Scripture for his Doc- 
trine, as any of his Followers ever fince. And would 
not an huneſt common Reader of the Athanaſfian Wri- 
tings, where the Authors talk ſo very big of Antiquity, 
nay of all Antiquity ; of the Fathers, nay of all the Fa- 
thers, as being of their Side; imagine certainly, that 
theſe, and the like Texts, ſtood {till in the antient Co- 
pies, as they do in the modern ones; and were gene- 
rally, if not univerſally, expounded by the Antients, as 
they are by the Moderns? And if that cannot be proved, 
muſt it not cauſe to them a ſenſible Damp and Diſa 
pointment? We therefore demand of the Atharnaſiar 
Diſputants, who ſo confidently allege theſe and the 
like Texts, as evident Proofs of the ſupreme Divinity of 
the Son and Holy Spirit; even of their Coeternity, Co- 
equality, and Conſubſtantiality with the Father; what one 
Cbriſtian Writer, before the Riſe of the Montauiſts; or 
2hat one truly Catholick Writer, after Montanus, and be- 
fore Atbanaſius, who did not take his Expoſitions from 
the Montan/ts, ever interpreted them at all in the Atha- 
naſian Senſe, or drew any thing like the Atbanaſian 
Conſequences from them? And though we might juſtly 
ſuppoſe that, at leaſt, the original Founders of their 
Sect, Athanaſius, and Baſil, and Hilary, and Jerom, and 
Rufinus, and Didymus, and Epiphanius, and Nagianzen, 
and Nyſjen, &c. who lived in the fourth Century, or at 
the propereſt time in the World for knowing and quo- 
ting 


ting ſuch antient Interpretations; and who would natu- 


. 


rally collect them, had they known them, for their 
own Support, againſt the oppoſite Intcrpretations M the 
Arians : yet when we here demand for even theſe ſe- 
cond-hand References to ſuch antient Interpretations, 
we are quite diſappointed. All that can be ſaid for 
moſt of theſe Authors, is, that they were Pleaders, or | 
Writers of Controverſy ; not Scholars, or Readers of an- 4 
tient Authors, and ſo knew little more of thoſe antient | 
Books, orantient Expoſitions, than what the two grand 6 
Hereticks, Origen and Euſebins, taught them : which 
was certainly their Caſe. But what can be ſaid for | 
ſuch learneder Men as Jerom, Epiphanius, and Rufinus, | 
is plainly this, That they could not cite, from the An- 
tients, what they had never read in them; which I do 
not doubt was the true Cauſe of their deep Silence alſo 
about ſuch Athanaſian Texts or Expoſitions in Antiquity. | 
To give Your Lordſhipa few Examples. | 

God was manifeſted in the Flaſb. This Text ſo agreea- 1 Tim. iii. 
ble to the Athanaſians, was yet ſo far from being taken 16, 
in an Athanaſian Senſe by 85 Antients, that as Dr. M. I 
himſelf, with great Surprize, obſerves, it was not once 
cited by the Atbanaſians againſt the Arianty till A. D. 380. 
by Gregory Nyſſen. Nor is it certain tHat it was even in 
Ny{jen's own Book, much leſs that it was in St. Paul's 
Text it-ſelf, as ſome of the molt inquiſitive Perſons do 
find upon Examination. | 

The Church of God, which be has purchaſed with his own Ads xx. 
Blood. This reading of the Text is alſo not found in a- 28. 
ny ancient Copy, Verſion, or Citation, till the Days of 
Marcellus and Athanaſius themſelves, and ſo could not be 
interpreted to ſupport their Doctrines before. 

This is the True God and Eternal Life. Here the 1 John v. 
Ailanafians think they have a ſtrong Text for calling 20, 
the Son The True God: Yet do they not ſhew us any Ci- 
tation, or Interpretation, of it, in their Senſe, before the 
Days of Athanaſius. Nay, ſomewhat after his Days, his 
great Admirer Epipbanius, who was incomparably 
a more honeſt and learned Athanaſian than he 
whom he admired, evidently appears to have been an 
entire Stranger to that Expoſition : having plainly let 
us know, that he had never heard of any Text what- 
ſoever, that called the Son The True God; though, 
tor want of ſuch a Text, like a thorow Athanaſian, he 

2 pretends 


; | => 


- 


Rom. ix. 5. 


Vindic. of 
Doxol. 


Acts v. 4. 


pretends to prove he might be ſo called, by Conſequen- 
M his own maſking. See Athanaſian Confeſſions, un- 


der Epipbanius. 

bo is over all, God bleſſed for ever. This is the 1 

Text of all, on which the Athanaſians depend, and it muſt 
be confeſſed, that if it did really call the Son, The God over 
all, who is bleſjcd for ever, it looks more like a Support of 
the Coequality of the Son, than all the other Texts the 
Athanoſians allege put together. Yet when we look into 
the moit Primitive Antiquity, we ſhall ſoon find, that 
till long after the Riſc'ot the Montani, it was never, 
that we can find, ſo much as once cited in any ſuch Senſe, 
no not among thoſo Vexts, for theDewin:ty of i,, which 
were collected tg ther by the Citholicks againſt the 
Ebionite: 3 cf which yet, in the common Acceptation, 
it was the Principal. So that, I confeſs, it ſeems to me 
to have then been plainly underitood, not of the Son, 
but of the Father. Dr. Mill alſo confeſſes, that ex- 
cepting this Text, Chriſt ſeems never to have been 
elſewhere called, The Ged over all. 'The Apoltolical 
Conſtitutions allo, and Ignatius, in his larger Epiſtles, 
declare that Doctrine to be heretical and blaſphemous: 
Nor does Origen fear, in his own Greek Works, whate- 
ver Rufinus's Verſion elſewhere ſays, abſolutely to re- 
ject tt. Nay, he took it for a Reproach upon the Chril- 
tians to aſcribe it to them. And when after the Monta- 
7:1/ts had apply'd this Text to the Son, the Church did, 
ſometimes at leaſt, allow of that Application; they 
ſtill cautiouſly paraphras'd it to the Euſebian Senſe, and 
no other; all which things I have elſewhere fully de- 
monſtrated. 

Thou haſt not L yed unto Men, but unto God. Your Lord- 
ſhip well knows how readily the Arbanaſians quote this 
as a clear Text for the Dipinity, nay, the Supreme Divi- 
nity of the Holy Spirit; but, 1 believe, without one 
ſingle Example of ſuch an Interpretation, till the Days 
of Atbanaſius. And no wonder it is, that in a Caſe 
where even the leaſt ſeeming antient Evidence for this 
Divinity of the Holy Spirit; [which Divinity neither the 
Council of Nice itſelf, nor any other Council in almoſt 
half a Century later, ſeem once to have ſo much as 
heard of ; as appears by all the original Records re- 
lating to them: ] where, I ſay, even the leaſt ſeeming 
antient Evidence is very ſcarce and precious, and pa 2 
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accordingly the Ath:naſians have been perpetually uſed 
to that Interpretation from their Childhood, the Vulgar 
readily take the Words in that Acceptation. And 
would not the _ ſame Vulgar, My Lord, in caſe they 


had been taught from their Childhood, that Spirits and 


Angels were alſo Coeternal, Conſubſtantial, and Coequal 


with God, have, in like manner, thought, that when it 
was argued on St. Paul's behalf, that F a Spirit or an 
Angel bad ſpoken to him, they muſt not oppoſe him, lęſt 


they ſhould thereby fight againſt God, that therefore 


thoſe Spirits or An, els are there called God alſo? The 
Reaſoning is much the ſame in the one Caſe as in the o- 


ther; and indeed in neither Caſe of any real Force at all. 


Another Text, which the Athanaſians, and among 


them Your Lordſhip, lay a mighty ſtreſs upon, to 
| prove that the Father and Son are Oue in Subſtance, is 
that in Iſaiab, I will not give my Glory to another, Now, 
| Did ever any Writer before Atbanaſius draw ſuch a Con- 


ſequence from this Text ? No certainly. Docs not the 


Coherence before plainly ſhew, that God meant to 


give his Glory to 720 other than to the Meſffas ; to whom 


be had been promiſing great things in the foregoing 
| Verſes? And Do not the following words, Neither my 
| Praiſe to Graven Images, ſufficiently deſcribe thoſe others 
that God would not give his Glory to, without any 
ſtrange Hypothefis about the Conſubſrantiality? Nay 


indeed, Are not the Father and the Son another and 


| another in Perſon ? of which Per/ozs the Prophets alwa 

| ſpeak, but of S«b/tances never. And is not Jujtin M 
* tyr's plain Expoſition of theſe Words, according to the 
* Senſe above given, without a Syllable of any ſuch ex- 
* travagant Reaſoning, better Evidence of the antient 


Expoſition of this Text, than that of any Modern 
whatſoever 2 But this is rather an Inſtance of falſe 4- 
thanaſian Inferences from, than of direct M:ſinterpreta- 


| tions of the Texts of Scripture; ſo I leave it. How- 
| ever, it would be very eaſy togo on in the ſame man- 
ner as before: and ſhew, how the Athanaſian Interpre- 


tation of Texts 1s almoſt univerſally unſupported by the 


antient Interpretation of the firſt Chriſtians. But that 


would render this Preface too large ; and I have been 


in good meaſure prevented therein, both by Dr. Jurte, 


Act. xxiii. 
9. 


P. 8. 


IC. xlii. 8. 
See xIviii. 
11. 


Dialog. 
cum 
Tryph. p. 
289, 290. 


on ſeveral Occaſions; and by Dr. Hhitly, in a diſtindt 


Pamphlet written upon this very Subject: neither of 
| whoſe 


P. 84, &c 


14. 
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whoſe Facts are capable of any direct Anſwer by the 
Athanaſians. However, 

I muit now, My Lord, beg leave to mention two cr 
three Texts, that were alleged by me againſt the Atha. 
naſians, in the particular Point of the Creation of the 
Son; and examine x hat Your Lordſhip has to ſay fu 

* your own, and the Arhanaſian Senſe of them, either 
from Antiquity, or modern Criticiſm. In Prov. viii. 22. 
we have theſe Words, from the Greek Verſion, ever and 
only uſed by the firſt Chriſtians; The Lord created me, 
the Beginning of his Ways, for his Works. And elſewhere 
our Lord is called, with a plain Alluſion to the ſame 


Apoc. lll. Text, The beginning of the Creation of God. Now in order 


to diſcover this real Meaning of the Beginning of the Ce. 
tion of God, in the Apocalypſe, I had obſerv'd, in my Let 
ter to Your Lordſhip, that 'Apy#, with a genitive Caſe, a; 
here, was never uſed actively, for the Head or Governor, 
in all the New Teſtament ; which yet is Your Lordſhip; 
and the 4thanaſian Expoſition of this Text: 'Theſc Ex 
amples, no fewer than thirteen in number, were certain. 
ly better Guides in this parallel Text of the ſame New 
Teſtament, ,than any others from Plato, Ariſtotle, or 
even Clement of Alexandria himſelf. But Your Lord- 
ſhip takes no manner of notice of them at all; tho in- 
deed the moſt literal and obvious Senſe every where, 
and that which is moſt agreeable to the Parallels in the 
ſame Age, and in the ſame Circumſtances, has cer- 
tainly the beſt Title to be eſteem'd the trie one: eſpe- 
cially when the viſible Alluſion, which is here made to 
the other known Text in the Proverbs, determines it the 
ſame way; and conſpires to aſſure us, that Chriſt, in 
his higheſt Nature, was created, was the Beginning, the 
firſt Inſtance of that creative Power of the Father: and 
ben the whole Current of Antiquity cite that place of 
the Proverbs in that moſt obvious Acceptation, who in- 
deed ſeem never to have heard of any other. Words 
may poſſibly ſignify very many things, but they do really, 
in particular Places, uſually fignify but One thing; and 
that one thing here, by much the ſuperior and moſt an- 
tient Evidence, is this, that the Sn of God was the fiſt 
Peing that God created: and this in order to the making 
uſe of his Miniſtration for creating the reſt of God's 


Works; as the antient Chriſtians ſtill appear to have 
underſtood them. 
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vo offs Let us now proceed to that other eminent Text; P.89, &c. 
Atha where Chriſt is called expreſly, The Firſt-born of the Col. i. 15. 


whole Creation 5 i. e. in the moſt obvious Senſe, the ver 

ſrſt Feing which God created: as I had allo obſerv'd to 
[Your Lordſhip from the Meaning of the Term Fir/t- 
len, in all the other Places of the New Teſtament, 
eight in number. Now here Your Lordſhip is pleaſed, 
is before, to omit thoſe Parallels, ſo far as I had in- 


ierſe : And becauſe the Fir/t-born is uſually the Heir, 
and is ſuppos'd to have a fort of Dominion over his 
younger Brethren, you defire the Text may be con- 
jirued in that Senſe only. But what occafion, My 
Lord, for the figurative Senſe of a Text, which is clear 
ard plain in the /iteral ? and is accordingly often made 
uſe of by the antient Chriſtians, till about the middle 
of che fourth Century, in their very Creeds and Prayers, 
as containing a known Chriſtian Doctrine; without the 
leaſt ſign, that I ever obſerv'd, of any ſuch figurative 


being proper, for certain, that the Son ſhould be de- 
| clar'd to be the Image of the Inviſible God, and created 
| before all other Beings, before his Inſtrumentality in cre- 
Eating all the reſt could be underſtood or believed. If 
ve could but once prevail for ſuch fair Referees, as I 
am now propoſing 3 and if all the antient Expoſitions 
| were ſet over againſt every Text, as they then ought to 
be; the Athanaſians would ſoon be aſhamed before all 
the World, for ſo often turning thoſe antient Texts 
from their natural Senſe, in and near the Ages when 
they were written, to Senſes wholly unheard of till 
Vontanus, and rarely heard of till Athanaſius, I ſay ſtill, 
My Lord, and ] defire it may be always obſerv'd, till 
the Days, fir/t of Montanus, and then of Athanaſius, For 
he that reads, with due Care, the excellent Hiſtory of 
| Montani/m, and particularly Tertullian, from which no 
ſmall part of that Hiſtory is taken; and does not per- 
ceive a Change in the Faith, Worſhip, Practices, and 
| Expoſitions of Scripture, among Chriſtians, even to- 
| Wards the end of the ſecond, and former part of the third 
Century, lecun by Montanus and his Followers: And 
| he that reads the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory of the fourth 
Century, and does not ſee that Change openly compleated 
by 


filed upon them, and to hunt about for a figurative 


Interpretation whatſoever. Nor is the Coherence at V.16, 17. 
all ſtrained in this way, as Your Lordſhip pretends ; it P.92. 


＋ÿ 1 . — 


Mat. xix. 
16, 17. 
Mark x. 
35, 18. 


Luke 


XV111. 18. 


Vid. Mill. 


in loc. 


(40) 


by Athanaſius and his Followers; may, I ſhould think, 
read the Hiſtorics of the Proteſtant Reformation, be. 
gun by Jobn Wicliff, in the fourteenth Century, and 
compleated by Luther, in the fixteenth 3 and yet a lit: 
tle icruple to contels, that there was any great Chang 
made in ſuch Matters all that while. 7 

VII. This Method of Referees, My Lord, would pre. 
vent another common and notorious piece of knaviſh 
Policy, which Writers of Controverſy are almoſt every 
where guilty of; and that is, Jo endeavour to prove q 
diſprove that by remote Ezaſions, and novel Conſe. 
quences, from Paſſages of Scripture, or of Antiquity, 
where they can find no direct 'Teitimonies 3 nay, ng 
ſeldom, where the Teſtimonies are expreſly again 
them. This is properly the Art or Myſtery of Contr:wer. 
ſy; that when the Diſputants, like cunning Pleader 
at the Bar, find that the Witneſſes themſelves on the 
other fide are too many, and too plain to be confronted; 
they may, by arttul Ezaſions, and ſubtile Inferences, x 
mule and perſuade their weak Auditors, to give theme 
Verdict notwithſtanding. And what Work has been made 
with the Scriptures and antient Authors, by all ſorts 
Writers of Controverſy, in this way of New and Re 
mote Evaſicus and Inferences, the whole learned World 
well knows. How do the Haronius's and the Bellarmine, 


the Souths and the Sherlocks, the Bulls and the Mate- 


lands. torture and torment the plain, honeſt, and un- 42 
tation 


the D 


deſigning Teſtimonies they are concern'd with; till the 
cleareſt Words in the World become almoſt unintelli 
gible? Thus, when our Lord blamed one that called 
him Good Mater, and ſaid, ſomewhat ſharply, Why cal 
leſt thou me Good? there is none Good but One, that is God; 
or, God, even my Father who is in Heaven; as Clement of 
Alexandria either read or paraphras'd the Place, tha 
which 'tis hardly poſlible to ſuppoſe Words ſtronger % 
gainſt the Atbanaſian Doctrine, that the Goodneſs of the 
Son is equal to that of the Father: Yet are we by no 
means allow'd to believe what our Saviour ſo ſolemnly 
aſſures us of; bur novel Evaſions and Dittinctions here, 
and remote Inferences from other Places are invented, to 
divert the Reader from attending thereto 3 till the ex- 
preſs an literal Senſe of our Saviour's Declaration be- 
comes, in plain Terme, no better than Heretical. Thus 


alſo, when our Lord, both by the Nature of his Re 


ſoning, 


ſoning 
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hink ſoning, and the Expreſſneſs of his Affir mauon, aſſures 
be. us, in another place, that rhe Father is greater than all ; Joh. x. 29 

and and in particular, greater than He: the Athaunſians, by —xlv. 28. 
a li. ¶ ſome ſubtile Diltinctions, and remote Inferences from | 
banv other Places, declare the direct contrary, that they are | 

both equal: and to ſay the very ſame thing that Chriſt | 

| pre did in almoit any other words than he ſaid it; (which in- | 
aid deed they do not always care to call by ſo hard a Name) | 
over will alſo, in the fame manner, be deemed no better | 
vea chan Heretical. Thus alſo, when, in ſome other Texts, | 
onſe N our Lord ſeems to try whether any words can foſſibly be | 
Juity expreſs enough ro prevent an Athanaſian Interence a- 
* gainſt them, and aſſures us, that of the Day and Hour, Mat. xxiv. | 
gain of che future Judgment, knew n one; no not the Angels 36. | 
der in Heaven, neither the Son, but the Father; nay, but the Mar. xlii. 
aden {ther only: And when it appears, by his own words, 32. | 
1 immediately - 1 his final Aſcenſion, that even the 
ated; time for the Reſtoration of 1/rael, or when the Xingdom 
en | world be reſtored to that People, was ſtill put in the Fa- Acts i. 7. 
em a er's oon power 5 Nay, when it appears ſtill later, by the 
me | {pocalyp/e, that Chriſt was not able to Unſeal the Sealed Apoe. i. 1 
my % of the Divine Providence, till the Merits of his 2 5 os | 
| Ref Death and Interceſſion had obtain'd that great Privilege 
Vora from the Father, of knowing and revealing them: And 
ine when, after all, every ſingle Writer of Antiquity, Ca- 
Vater Bp cholick or Montaniſt, that mentions theſe Texts, or this 
un Subject, plainly agrees to the literal Euſebian Interpre- 
Uthe ation, without the leaſt ſyllable to the contrary, till 
tell. che Days of Athanaſizs : viz. * That Chriſt, in his high- 
ed q eit Capacity, did not really know the Day and Hour of 
8 that future Judgment, by any abſolutely Omniſcient 
G0. Nature of his own ;5 but that he waited till the Fa- 
„ ther was pleaſed to reveal it to him: While, I ſay, 

chu all this is the plain Fact; as I have elſewhere proved 


( 41) 


gat large, in one of the Papers herewith ſ. 
er 3 -_ pe rewith lent to Your Orig. 
© the N yet will not the Athanaſians give us leave to Ag. 0. 
believe our Saviour in this Caſe 3 but by ſeveral no- and Atha- 


no | 
nah vel Evaſions, Inferences, and Diſtinctions, will over- naſ. Dock. 
here bear us, that He did originally know the Day and Hour p. 9 4-101. 


i, 0 of the future Judgment, as well as his Father, notwith- 
e ex- ſtandiug. Thus alſo does Your Lordſhip deal with me, 
1 be- all over Your Anſwer to my Letter. Where, inſtead 
Thus ot a nice Enquiry into all the original Teſtimonies a- 
Rex | Sau the Coeternity of the 85 and Holy Spirit, which 
= 1 


(42) 


I had produced; and Fairly balancing them all with 

thoſe which may poſſibly be ſuppoſed on the other 

fide 3 which was what I properly begg of Your Lord. 
e 


ſhip to do: You ſelect a few of thoſe Teſtimonies; to 
ſee if they may not have ſomewhat pick'd out of them, 
either in the Nicety of my Tranſlation, or in the ante. 
cedent and conſequent Context, that by Art, and Eva- 
fion, and Conſequence, might amuſe the Reader, and 
divert him from the [mpartial Compariſon of the Ori. 
inal Evidence itſelf, Now as to this Method, My 
Lond, of drawing modern Conſequences from antient 
Books; ſuch, I mean, as are Strangers to the Times 
and Circumitances when thoſe Books were written ; 
It has, for certain, brought on or ſupported no {mall 
part of thole notorious Hereſies, that Idolatry, Perſe. 
cution, Popery, and Antichriſtianiſm, with which the 
Church of Chriſt has been afflicted ever fince the Day 
of our Bleſſed Saviour. Whence came Smon Magus, 
Valentinus's, Cerdon's, Marcion's, Montanus's, Marcus 's, &. 
bellius's, and ,Marcellus's Hereſies? They were either 
firſt deriv'd from, or mainly ſupported afterward b. 
ſuch modern Deductions. Whence came St. Auſtin's 
ſtrange Scheme of Original Sin, of abſolute Elettion and 
Reprobation ? Whence came Popiſh Prayers for the 
Dead, Purgatory, Worſhip of Images, of Angels and 
Saints; with the reſt of their Follies? Do the Scrip- 
tures. the antient Creeds or Liturgies, any Where di 
rely command or exemplify ſuch Doctrines or Prac- 
tices? No. But modern Inferences from original Text 
and Teſtimonies ſupport them. In ſhort, the Myr 
terpreting Scripture, and the moſt Primitive Authors 
join'd to this way of Iuferring what we pleaſe from 
them, have been the grand Sources of ſuch Corrup 
tions; while the Vulgar are made to believe, thx 
by uch Conſequences, all thoſe weak and prejudicate G 
pinions of their Leaders, which have no direct Four- 
dation either in Scripture or Antiquity, may be draz 


from both Scripture and Antiquity. Juſt ſo did the 


Rabbi's and Scribes among the Jews, in the Days oi 


our Saviour; they made void the plain Commands a 
God himſelf, deliver'd expreſly in the Pentateuch, by 
the like modern and human Interpretations and Deduc 
tions, derived commonly, by Tradition, from ſome m0. 
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their own Grandfathers. Nor need any modern Party, 
th My Lord, much care what the original Books of Chri- 
ner {tianity themſelves ſay to their Difadvantage 3 while 
rd. they Cones this Authority of Interpretation and Inference 
to to themſelves upon all Occafions. And thus indeed 
m, does Your Lordſhip retire, as do the reſt of the Atba- 
ne- ¶ naſians, from direct Afſſertions and Teſtimonies, to remote, 
wa- weak, and novel Evaſions and Inferences; of no weight 
but among the Athanaſians, and generally unheard of 
before the very Days of Athanaſius : till the Rea ler 
loſes ſight of the original Paſſages themſelves, about 
this grand Point of the Cocternity. And juſt thus does 
Dr. Xnigbt with the ſame Texts and Teittimonies 3 
whoſe Number and Strength he is ſo well aware of, 
that he retires to the Strong-hold of an Evaſion, un- 
heard of, perhaps, till his own Days. He hopes he may 
be here allow'd to coin a third Nature in Chriſt, beſides 
the Dizine and Human, with reſpect to which he ma 

be called a Made Peing, and a Creature: This he ſtiles, 


| ite Firſi-Fruits of it; and then all my Texts and Teſti— 
{ monics are to be of no value againſt him. Thus alſo, 


A created intellectual Nature, which Chrift is ſuf poſed by Conſid. 
| ſome to have aſſumed at the Beginning of the Creation, as p. 55« 


when Biſhop Bull himſelf was forcly preſs'd with the Sea. 11. 
expreſs Teilimonies of Origen agaſnſt Slemn Prayer, C.g. C. 15. 
| or the higheſt dire& Worſhip being offered to Chriſt, p. 120, 


pin his Book againſt Cel/us; which yet are not one quar- 121. 


ter ſo expreſs, as is his /arge Diſcourſe againſt it in his 
Book of Prayer: he hopes to avoid the whole Force of 
ſuch clear Paſſages, by firſt diſtinguiſhing Chriſr into 
his D:vine, and into his Mediatorial Nature or Capa- 
city: then by diſtinguiſhing his Divine Nature or Ca- 
pacity, into his abſolutely Divine Nature or Capacity; 
and zinto that Divine Nature or Capacity, whereby he 
1s God of God, or the Son of God. And by ſuch-like Di- 
ſtinctions, part of them unheard of, I dare ſay, till the 
Biſhop's own Days, is he enabled to get clear of the 
plaineſt Teſtimonies in the World againſt him. Ac- 
ordingly Your Lordſhip tries a Compariſon between 
eme Paſſages of the Old Teſtament, with others of 
the New 3 as do Dr. Vaterland, Dr. Xnight, and others: 
bat by a Side-wind you may infer that Unity of two 
Perions in the ſame Subſtance, of which neither the Old 


Joer the New do directly ſay one ſyllable : And then 
| * comes 
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comes Your Lordſhip, and by a Kill remoter Inference, 
collects from that Unity of Subjtance this real Coeternity 
which neither the Old nor the New Teſtament directly 
favour in any one Text whatſoever : and all this with- 
out being able to ſhew that any one Catholick Writer 
made any ſuch Collection till the Days of Athanaſius, 
Our Judges are here much more wiſe and upright, 
who, altho they paticntly hear ſuch ſubtile Pleas, and 
Diſtinctions, and Inferences made by the Counſel on 
both idées, as well as: they do the real Records and 
Witneſſes themſelves ; yet when they ſum up the Evi 
dence, and dirett the Jury, they lay aſide all ſuch A- 
muſements, and confine themſelves wholly to thoſe 
real Records and Hitneſſes: and by them alone do they 
come to a final Determination. And this indeed has 
been my Method, ever ſince J fell into this way of Exa- 
mination. And all that take the ſame Courſe, will, I 
believe, at laſt come to the ſame Concluſion in the 
Point before us; and will fee that this Coeternity, if we 
go only by the original Records and Witnefles, will 
thence appear to be utterly indefenſible. 

VIII. Another great Reaſon, my Lord, why I dif- 
like the way of writing Books of Controverſy, and de- 
fire the more impartial way of a Reference; is this; 
that the former Method is plainly endleſs, and fo far 
diverts the Mind from ſeeing and weighing the proper 
Evidence itſelf, that an honeſt Reader can hardly ever 
come to a ſatisfactory Determination. This is a Caſe 
fo common, That all the Chriſtian World is ſenſible ot 
it, and groans under it: Papiſts write Books of Com 
troverſy againſt Preteſtauts, and Proteſtants againſt Pa- 
piſis; Lutherans againſt Calviniſis, and Calviuiſts again 
Lutherans ; Athanaſians againſt Sociniauns, and Socinian 
againſt Atbanaſians; the Biſhop of Bangor and his 
Friends, againſt Dr. $:ape and his þ ri:nds3 and Dr. Snape 
and his Friends, againſt the Biſhop of Bangor and hi 


Friends: and this, on both fides, uſually, in fo arttul, i 


cautious, and plauſible a manner, that each Party con- 


clude the Writers on their Side have got the Victory; 


while the more cool and ſober Enquirers, who imp 
rally conſider what is ſaid on both Sides, do much oft. 
ner ſee that they are both in the wrong, than proper 
know where the real Truth lies between them. Thi 


was my own Caſe, My Lord, in carneſt, when I ws *W 


Scholar 
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Scholar at the Univerſity of Cambridge, at the time of 

the Revolution : When by my Education, and the No- 

tions of that Church and Faith in which I was bred (not 

baptized, as Your Lordſhip miſtakes; for the Athana- P. 17, 101. 
fans themſelves have yet not been here ſo wicked, as 
to boptize into any particular Church, or particular \ 
Faith, but into the Chriſtian Church, and into the com- { 
mon Creed :) I ſay of that Church and Religion in which 5 
was bred, was diflatisfied about Submiſſion to that Go- 
vernment, which was then ſetting over us. Pamphlets 
came out then in great Plenty on both ſides; and ſome 

of them I perus'd, in order to obtain Satisfaction, one 
way or another, before the Oath ſhould be tendered to 
me. But I found no Satisfaction in point of Conſci- 
ence, by ſuch Books: The beſt Diſputant made the 
beit Shew 3 till his Adverſary, perhaps almoſt as ſub- 
tile as himſelf, demoliſhed his Scheme, and ſet up an- 
other; which was alſo, it may be, demoliſhed by Re- 
plies and Rejoinders in its turn: So that the Prejudices 

of Education, Party, or Intercit, commonly caſt the 
Scale, as to Perſ Hon. I thereupon found it neceſſar 

to change my Method of Enquiry, and to look over the 
Bible itſelf, to which both Sides us'd to appeal; and L 
that with all that Sagacity, Honeſty, and Impartiality 

I was Maſter of. The Reſult was ſudden and clear; that 
the Submiſſion of private Subjects to thoſe whom the 
Providence of God, and the publick Election, Recog- 
nition, or Conſent of a Nation, at any time, ſet over 
them, was a very plain Duty of Religion 3 and that 
the » defeifible Rights of particular Families, without 
that Conſent, was 2 groundleſs Notion, and unknown 
to the whole Bible: which latter Point eſpecially, I, 
long after, more exactly examined, in the ſame way, 
upon occaſion of my Lord Biſhop of Baugor's Preſerva- 

ide; as my Scripture- Politicks will bear witneſs. Hav- 

ing therefore, My Lord, in the former Inſtance, ob- 

tain'd that Satisfaction in this way of Enquiry, which 

Books of Controverſy could not afford me, I {till re- 

tain'd the ſame afterward, and {till found the like Sa- 
tisfaction thereby, upon the ſeveral other Occafions of 

my Lite. And as, I hope, no Dread of Impriſonment, 
S:oning, or Burning, with which Your Lordſhip's Poſt- P. 159. 
ſcript ſeems to terrify me, will ever make me afraid 
haneſtly and openly to embrace the ſacred Truths 


of 
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of Chriſtianity, now -I have /atisficd my ſelf about 
them: ſo do I believe I ſhall never fee Reaſon to 
change the manner of thoſe Enquiries, whereby I have 
0 often, and ſo fully reap'd that Satisfa#ion. Nor 
would Your Lordſhip, I dare ſay, yourſelt, cafily deſert 
ſuch an honeſt and upright Method, if you had once 
try'd it, with the like Succeſs and Pleaſure that J 
have done. But indecd the modern way of Diſpute 
and Controverſy is much more entertaining and di- 
verting: Tis therefore no great wonder that it has been 
ſo univerſal in theſe latter Ages; though it rather puz- 
zlcs and confounds, than truly profits and ſatisfies Man- 
kind; as daily Experience does abundantly demon- 
ſtrate. Nor indeed, My Lord, is the Charges, and Je- 
d:ouſneſs, and Pulkine/s of Books of Controverſy, a ſmall 
Objection againit that Method. To ſay nothing here, 
but with relation to my Letter, and Your Lordſhip's 
Anſwer 3 What Volumes would this one Diſpute, about 
the (octernity, amount to, at the rate Your Lordſhip has 
continued it? I wrote a {mall Letter of forty one Pages; 
Your Anſwer to the lefler part of it is already one \ by 
dred fixty three Pages; and when finiſh'd, in the ſame 
way, would be four hundred Pages. Should I go on by 
the like way, my Reply could not be much leſs than 
five or fix hundred Pages: and if Your Lordſhip made 
a Refoiuder, it would cafily be à thouſand 3 till we 
ſhuuld, on both fides, find neither Buyers nor Rea- 
ders; and indeed ſhould deſerve to have neither: fince 
'tis plain, that a few careful Reviews of the original 
Evidence, which lies generally in a ſhort Compaſs, 
would afford every fincere Enquirer tenfold that De- 
gree of Conviction, which all our Pleas and Anſwers, 
Re joi nders and Replications could poſſibly afford them. 
Theſe are the plain Reaſons, My Lord, why I de- 
cline making a direct and particular Reply to Your 
Lordſhip's Anſwer to my Letter; and why | ſo earneſt- 
ly preſs for a fair Reference, that ſo Chriſtian People 
may be no longer impos'd upon by any Sect, or any 
cunning Diſputants whoſoever. That in caſe I, and 
thoſe of my Mind, be in the wrong; the Chrittian 
World may authentickly know that we are ſo, and our 
Errors may be immediately diſcover'd, and a Stop put 
to them; which, on that Suppoſition, I heartily wiſh 
for, and deſire. But that if the Athanaſians, and a- 

mon? 
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| mong them Your Lordſhip, be in the wrong, (and You 
| know, My Lord, You are not more infallble than We) 


which at preſent I fully believe, the World may, in 
the ſame authentick manner, know You are ſo; and 
Your Errors may, by this Method, be diſcover'd, and a 
Stop put to them: which, on that Suppoſition, I pre- 
ſume Your Lordſhip, and all that are honeſt on Your 
Side, will alſo heartily with for and defire. 

And here, My Lord, it would be well worth Your 
Enquiry, how it has come to paſs, that the Athana ſian 
Diſputants have alter'd the whole State of this Contro- 
verly, from that fair way in which both Dr. Clarke and 
my ſelf had at firſt put it? And why Dr. Bennet, Dr. a- 
terland, Dr. Knight, Dr. Mangey, and the reſt, do not 
go on in that honeſt Method we had begun; I mean, 
that of ſetting before the Reader all the Sacred 
and Primitive Evidence, all the original Texts and Teſ- 
timonies, that immediately concern d the Subjects we 
were upon, in order to the paſſing a ſure and well- 


grounded Judgment upon them. It would be alſowell 
worth the Enquiry, why thole that undertook to vin- 


dicate the Lord Biſhop of London's Letter to his Dio- 
ceſs, about the antient Doxologies, did not do as I did, 
and produce ſome conſiderable number of original and 
well-atteſted Doxologics 3 wherein, according to the 
preſent Doctrine and Practice, the Auti-Nicene Churches 
and Fathers gave equal Glory to the Father, the Son, and 
the Holy Spirit? And why, inſtead of this, which a- 
lone could effectually vindicate his Lordſhip and the 
preſent Churches, thoſe Writers ſtill lie at catch, to ſee 
if they cannot now and then find a too general Expreſ- 
ſion, or Aſſertion, or ſome Inaccuracies in the Verſions 
of a few Paſſages in our Books, in order to make a Shew 
of ſaying ſomething, and thereby to divert Men from 
the plain and clear Evidence we generally bring from 
the Bible, and the reſt of the old Chriſtian Records, 
for the Support of our Aſſertions. Why have we not 
at leaſt ſome Oue Antient Creed produc'd, among thoſe 
many now extant, that contains the Atbanaſian Doctrine 
of the Trinity? And at leaſt ſome One Antient Prayer, 
among ſo many now extant, directed to the Son, at 
leaſt, if not to the Holy Spirit alſo, as to a Perſon Co- 
equal and Coeternal with . Father? Why have we 


not ſome competent Number of Original Texts and 
| | Teſti- 


—_— — 


1 
z : 
: 
1 4 
* 
i : 
| 
| 


©H& 
+ 7% 
+1 
£ 

1 
| 
2 
1 
14 
v7 


— — — 5 — —— — — 


= —— —̃ — — — — — — —_— 


Genera 


** i — 


© wank 8 nod — uu — - — 


E „ 


(48) 


Teſtimonies alleg'd, that directly aſſure us, that the 
Three Divine Perſons are One God, or the One God of the 
Chriſtian Religion; and that this Doctrine is a great 
Myjtery, notto be examin'd into farther, but believ'd ; 
as the Moderns ſo frequently and poſitively affirm 2 At 
leaſt, why have we not ſome clear and plain Intima- 
tions given us in the Bible, or ſome of the other old 
Chriitian Records, that tho the Son and Holy Spirit 
are tacitly included under the One God the Father, as Dr. 
Vaterland expreſſes it; yet was it no way prudent or 
ſafe for thoſe Writers to tell us ſo much; but the 
were ſtill, it ſeems, obliged to ſpeak directly, as if the 
Perſon of the Father alone was the one true God? Which 
way of Reaſoning indeed, ſeems to me prodigiouſly 
weak and ſceptical 3 ſince we can, upon this Hypothe- 
ſis, never be ſecure of the true Senſe of any Article 
of Faith whatſoever. It being, for certain, equally 
ſuppoſable, that the Sacred Writers might be oblig'd 
to ſpeak as they do, though they did not mean as they 
ſpeak, in any other Article of the Creed; as it ſeems 
oo were oblig'd to do in the firſt and moſt fundamen- 

tal Article of all. What I ſhall ſay to ſuch wild 

Schemes, is this, That *rwill be well for the Authors 

atthe Great Day, if they be in earneſt, in ſuch Caſes: 

ſince what they ſay ſeems to me generally ſo weak and 

trifling, that | have much ado to have Charity enough to 

ſuppole, that they really believe themſelves in ſuch their 

Apologies. Nay, it would well deſerve the Inquiry, 
Defence 8 the ſame Dr. Mater land ſo poſitively and univerſal- 
of Que- ly affirms, that all the Ante Nicene Fathers, all Ante. N- 
ries, p. cene Antiquity in general, even Origen himſelf, are on 
250, 25S, the Side of the Athanaſians; when it is ſo evident, 
259, 260, and, I am inform'd, he does not deny it himſelf, 
& alibi that till after the Council of Nice, not one of thoſe Au- 
paſſin. thors do properly and fully ſpeaꝶ like the Atbanaſians; 
and when he every where ſo induſtriouſly avoids the 
Introduction of almoſt any of their words, in their en- 
tire native Simplicity 3 or otherwiſe than in his own 
way, and as guarded by his own Explications and Com- 
ments perpetually : which is, as if the Courts in Weſt- 
minſter- Hall ſhould order no Witneſſes to be heard 
themſelves ; but that what the Cbunſel ſhould ſay they 
can witneſs, ſhould be alone taken as their original De- 
poſitions. It would farther deſerve Your Lordſhip's 


ſerious 
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ſerious Enquiry, why Du Pin, Dr. Naterlaud, Dr. Man- 
rey, and the other tbanaſiaus, do ſo often ſay, that the 
Jexts and Teſtimonies we produce againif them, in- 
{tead of naturally denoting, truly ſigriũgimg, real'y mean- 
ing, as they explain them, at the time when they 
were written; which is our way of Allegation : maybe 
orthodoxly expounded 3 may have an n, uin Sunſe 
put upon them; arc capab/e of a good Senſe, upon what 
they call the Catholic, but ought to call the Athen gan 
Hypotheſis 3 are not incapable of the Church's interpre- 
ration, or the like. Is not this fort of Language, My 
Lord, an evident Confeſſion, that though the natural, 
obvious, and cafv Scnſe of ſuch Texts, and what an un- 
biaſs'd Critick would certainly take to be their genuine 
meaning, be againſt their Expofitions 3 yet are thoſe 
Texts itill to be taken in any poſihle Senſe chat the Ne- 
ceſſities of the preſent Church do require? to whoſe 
Tribunal they are ultimately to be ſubject, and by 
whoſe Interpretation they mult finally be determined. 
And how very far theſe m:y-be's, theſe poſſible Senſes 
will carry our Diſputers for modern Orthodoxy, any 
one may eafily W and ſome of the Inſtances al- 
ready given will diſtinctly exemplify. Nor indeed do 
believe that I have myſelf, as frank, and open, and 
explicite as J have cver been with the Publick in de- 
claring my Opinions, very often uſed Expreſſions more 
diretiy heretical, in the a e eee. of Hereſy, or 
more incapable of an Orthodox Interpretation, than many 


of thoſe uſed by our Saviour himſelf, his Apoſtles, and 


their Succeſſors, upon the ſame Occaſions. I only de- 
fire the Reader, for a Specimen of Dr. / ate-land's Abi- 
lities this way, to peruſe the original Evidence I have 
given, to prove, that Chriſt did 9; really brow the Day 
and Hour of the future Judgment, till it was reveuied to 
him by his Father: And Origen's own cxpreſs Paſſages, 
in his Book againſt Celli, to ſay nothing of the large Dil- 
courſe in his Book of Prayer againſt offering {olemnPrayer 
directly to the Son (all which Evidence the Doctor re- 
conciles to the Athanaſian Scheme, by the way of a 
poſſible Interpretation) in my True Origin of the Sabellian 
and Athanaſian Pottrires of ihe Trinity, p- 94---IOI, an l 


p. 1,— Io. to which 1 refer Your Lordſhip for Sa- 
tisfaction. Above all, it would deſerve Your Lord{hij's 
Enquiry, at this time, why the ſame Dr.“ arerlan, 
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who has too nicely read the Scriptures, and the other 
Primitive Authors, to be ignorant of thoſe numerous and 
cvident Teſtimonies for the Creation of the Son by the 
Father, which I have produc'd, bears the World in 
hand, that the Antients uo where aſſert that the Son of 
Ged is a Creature; but almoſt every where, at leaſt impl:- 
citly and conſequentialiv, agree, that he was not created: 
contrary to Your Lordſhip's own Conceffions 3 and to 
expreſs Fact, direct Evidence, and very numerous Quo- 
tations, produced from thoſe Antients in my Letter. 
Nay, it J might preſume to ſpeak ſo plainly to Your 
Lordſhip, why do You, Yourſelf ſo induſtriouſly ſeek 
out lefler Occafſicns of quarrelling with me, about a 
few ſmall Inaccuracies in my Verſions, or the like in- 
cidental Matters, in cafe You can directly confront my 
original Witneſſes, by more, and ſtrenger, on the other 
Side? The Queilion is not, whether I be not now 
and then miſtaken? but, whether the Primitive Chriſ- 
tian Evidence, againſt the Coeternity of the Son and Ho- 
ly Spirit, be not much ſtronger than the Evidence for 


it? which main Point is very little affected by any ſuch WW 


{maller Miſtakes or Inaccuracies whatſoever. Accord- 
ingly I beg this Favour of Your Lordſhip, that You 
will pleaſe to review all thoſe original Texts and Tefti- 
monies, as they now ſtand, upon a Re-examination, 
and the Admiſſion of ſeveral of. Your Lordſhip's own 
Corrections; and to conſider fairly, like an upright 
Judge, whether the Evidence on my Side be not {till 
vaſtly ſuperior to thai on the other? In ſhort, it deſerves 
to be well confider'd, whether we ought not to ſuppoſe, 
that the conſtant and obſtinate Avoidance or Refuſal of 
the moſt upright and unexceptionable Method in the 
World, I mean that of laying firſt all the original Paſ- 
ſages, in their native Simplicity, before the Reader, be- 
fore they reaſon from them, by the modern Athana- 
ſiaus, be not a ſure Sign that they deſpair of carrying 
their Point that way: and that, by conſequence, they 
plainly ſee, that the Atbanaſian Doctrine, . without the 
uſual Arts and Tricks of the Writers of Controverſy, 
cannot poſſibly be ſupported any longer. As to my own 
Belief and Practice, , confeſs, my Lord, that II dare not 
venture to govern myſelf by ſuch ways of Reaſoning, by 
ſuch Diſtinctions, Evaſions, and DeduCtions, as our la- 
ter Controverſy-Writers make uſe of; but always inſiſt 
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on direct Sacred and Primitive 'Teſtimonics; or at leaſt 
on ſuch Inferences as are plain at firſt fight, or ſuch as 
were made from them, in or very near to the Limes 
when the Authors themſelves wrote. 1 ſhall, I think, 
never be brought to believe Tranſubſtantiation, or 
Purgatory, or Prayers to the Dead, or Worſhip of 
Images, of Angels, and Saints, by ſuch modern Pop1/ 
Deductions: I ſhall, I think, never be perſuaded to 
believe the Doctrine of Original Sin, or of unconditional 
Election and Reprabation, by ſuch modern Calvi De- 
ductions: Nor ſhall I, as I hope, be ever induced to 
forſake the natural Import of the antient Rxle of Faith, 
as contained in the Baptiſmal, and other antient Creeds, 
and believe the Abanaſian Creedin its ſtead; nor indeed 
be ſo bold as to offer up Prayers, or Doxologies, directly 
to the Holy Spirit at all: or even to the Son, as to 
a Perſon coz2qual and coeternal with the Father, by 
ſuch modern Athanaſian Deductions. Nay, I think, I 
ſhall hardly dare to baptize any uncatechiz'd Infant, as 
did the Africans, and they alone, in the Days even of 
Tertullian and Cyprian, by ſuch DeduQtions. In ſhort, I 
ſhall, I hope, ever endeavour to believe and to prac- 
tiſe, what, upon the beſt Examination of Facts I can 
make, I ſhall diſcover to have been the genuine Doc- 
trines, and Worſhip, and Practices of our Bleſſed Sa- 
viour himſelf, of his Holy Apoſtles, and their Compa- 
nions and Succeſſors, before any ſuch pernicious and fa- 
tal Method of altering the Chriſtian Rel:gion, by human 
Deductions, human Diſtinctions, and human Evaſions 
ever came into the Church; and this in oppoſition to all 
other contradictory or Antichriſtian Authority whatſoc- 
ver: For whether ir be right, in the ſight of God, to bearken 
wie Men, more than to God, {peaking by his only-begot- 
ten Son, judge ye. For I cannot but think myſelf oblig'd 
to believe, and to ſpeak the things that I have ſeen and 
beard from himſelf, and his immediate Followers; 
whatſoever the preſent Athanaſians ſhall ſay to the con- 
trary, Nor am I yet fully ſatisfied, My Lord, that ei- 
ther the truly learned Papiſts or Calviniſts, or Pedo- 
baptiſts, or Athanaſians, do really believe, that, in Fact, 
the Apoſtles did themſclves ever practiſe upon their 
Principles, in any of theſe Caſes: : 

But now, My Lord, I cannot conclude this Preface, 
Without freely acknowledging, that, in one Point, I am 
H 2 obliged 
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obliged direAly and plainly to reply to what Your Lord. 
ſlup alleges again:t me; and that is, concerning the 
true original Senle of ſome very antient Expreſſions, 
concerning the Coeternity of the Son; which indeed [| 
elleem much the principal thing in Your whole Anſwer, 
And as Your Lorc.ſhip puts it tairly home to me, ſo 
ſhall I make as fair and as home a Reply thereto. 
And as your Lordſhip is there ſo juſt, as roown, * That 
there are ſomèe Paſlages in the antient Authors, quoted 
by me, that {eugn to countenance my Doctrine; ſo do 
Youalurm, * That it cannot with any colour of Truth be 
denied, but that ſome afthoſe Authors, at leaſt Ire næus, 
Laſchius, and the Presbyters and Deacons of Alexa 
dia, by me quoted, do, by my own Conteſhon, ſay, 
J hat the Generation of the Son was ide, Eternal; 
that he was «/ways, and was df, begin ningleſ, 
and at all t:65 with the Father; elder than all Times 
and al -ges 3 that he ſubſiſted from endleſs Ages; 
that he reigned with his Father from beginningleſs Ages 

and th t God begat him before eternal Times.” 
Now here Tour Lordſhip aks me very pertinently, 
Whether there be words in any Language to exprels 
the Doctrine you are contending for, more plainly and 
* tully than thoſe which I my ſelf have furniſh'd You 
with? ' Now here, My Lord, before I directly reply 
to this direct Queſtion, 1 {hall add another very au- 
thentick Jeſtimony before omitted, but now added; l 
mean chat of Ph:lo, ccncerning the ci Notion of the 
Comment An iquity of the Word of God, in the Days of the Apo- 
on the Ep. {iles ; who indeed expreily calls him, %%% Ay, 
of S. chn, God's Eternal Word. And this Teſtimony is to be the 
p. 113. more nicely taken notice of here, becauſe it was not 
improbably from this Phio, that thoſe learned Chril- 
trans, who afterwards uſed that very word, till the 
days of -thanaſius, tuok it; as they did his Philoſophy 
alſo, relating to this matter. But then Your Lordſhip 
mult give me leave, by way of Reply, to ſay, That al 
though one of Your Lordſhip's Station and Studies, which 
have not permitted You to converſe much with the an 
tient Authors themſelves 3; and who have all along 
found thoſe Greet Expreſſions turned into Latin or £1y: 
lifh, by the Athanaſian Tranſlators, in ſuch Terms, 28 
in our Days, and according to the modern Philoſophy, 
would obviouſly denote a real Zternity, or even Coetern!) 
| . 
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with the Father, may eafily be excus'd in ſo judging : 
vet that thoſe learned Athanaſian Criticks, who either 
mult neceſſarily, or might readily diſcover their true 
Importance, in thoſe elder Centuries, and know that 
they did not then ſo ſignify, arc not ſo caſily to be ex- 
cuſed. The Philoſophy of the three or four firſt Cen- 
turies, excepting that of the groſs Ariaus; as appears 
by Philo, the Author of the Recogui tious, both cited in 
this Edition of my Letter, and many others, was this; 
That the Supreme Being was himſelf far above, and be- 
ond all Subjtance, all Com preben ſion, all Ages, and Eterni- 
es whatſoever, was always immutably and unalterabl 

the fame. That before all proper or intelligible Time, 


ij, and conceivable Duration , but only when himſelf plea- 
J; e, that Supreme Being became a Father, by the Gene- 
fs ration of his Son ; and afterward became a Creator and 
en Lord, by creating ot her Creatures that were to be ſub- 
T ject to him: but at what Point or Period in that immenſe 


E:ernity, or how long before the Beginning of the World 


FE He begat his Son, if any ſuch Words may be allow'd in 

ly, this caſe, no ſubordinate Being wharſvever could poſſibl 

determine. For they eſteemed what we call Eternity, or 

nd Time, or the Ages, or the Peginning of the Ages, as entirely 

Ou ſubject to Creaton themſelves; and took the words of 

ly the Author to the Hebrews, above mentioned, in the lite- 

u- ral Senſe 3 that thoſe es or Eternities were made, under 

1 the Father, by the Miniſtration of the Son: while the 

he Supreme Father himſelf was not limited by Ages, or ... 

\0- Hernities; as the 4poſtolical Conſtitutions ſpeak. That 11. 15. 

2% WF theſe ges, or Erermmnes, or Eternal Tunes, began either il 
he with, or rather after the Creation of the World itſelf, ih 
10, to which they wholly belong'd: that no Aves, no Eter- id 
il nities, no Then, no Now, nor any other Word that we 1 
he uſe about Time, or Duration, could be truly imagined 
by W betorc this made Time and Duration. That therefore it 

ip was too bold, if not abſurd, to ſay, is 57s U tv, There 

U- 2.25 at Age, or a Time, or a Beg:nuns, when the Son did 

ch not ext; becauſe all ſuch fees, all ſuch Time, all ſuch 

n. Beginning, was part of that very Creation, which the 

ng Son, as the Inſtrument of the Father, did hinſ-1fcre- 

10 ate. That therefore the Father might be ſaid to be 

WF cc: or always a Father; and the Son to have been ever 

. or always with him: That the Son's Origin was to be 


ty luppos'd beyond and before all Ages, all Time, all Be- 
"y ginning 3 
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ginning 3 was in this Senſe ai,, ſuch as had ee; 

en; , e, or p aiwrC, or e dtv, Or e - 
Toy driwrwy, Or mes yeorov diaviey 5 Eternal, or before E. 
ternity, or before Etern:ties, or before all Eternities, or le. 
fore Eternal Times; it I may fo expreſs the original 
Phraſes in our Language: All which Eteruities yet com- 
menced but with the Beginning of the World, and were 
not pretended ſufficient to denote the immutable and ab. 
ſolute Eternity of the Unbegotten Being himſelf. This 
I take to be the true State of this Notion and Lan- 
guage in general, during the three firſt Centuries, and 
jumewhat longer. Now that ſuch Expreſſions as theſe 
oid not then properly mean Eternal, in the ſtrict Senſe, 
or Coerernal with ibe lather, there is very great reaſon to 
believe. For, 

See my (I.) All that ſpeak diſtinctly of this Matter, at the 

Letter, fam« time that thy uſe theſe Expreſſions, do agree, 

wider theſe I hat tho the Son was befere all Lime, and all Ages; 

Luthors, yet was he ofter his Father: That the very Notion of 


ard My Pe ther and Son ever ſuppoſed that Priority and Poſterio- 
Anrient ri, ard could not be conceived without it. | 
— (2.) 3 he very ſame Authors who uſe theſe Expreſ- 


fions, co alſo not ſeldom directly affirm, that God made 
or ca cd F im; that He was a Being Created, and a he- 
ing Mae. $S» that, unleſs we ſuppoſe, that they be- 
lieved ha a Creatzre miglt be, and actually was Coæval 
and Cociernal with its Creator, (which Origen indeed, and 
he alone of all the Antients, has been ſuppos'd to have 
thought not ab{clutcly impoſſible :) they could not be- 
lie ve this real Frernity or Coeternity. | 
(3.) Thoſe Authors that ſpeak thus, when they join 
other Words to theſe, by way of Explication, do, as 
well as the reſt, frequently let us know that they did 
net intend by them to compare the Antiquity of the 
Sen with that of the Father, but with that of the 
Werid only. This is the Caſe, as to the Texts con- 
tired in my Collection out of the Bible, as well as 
tle P:Nalcs in Chriſtian Antiquity. Thus Solon — 
Or ever the Ecirth was when there were 10 Depth. 
when :here were no Fountain. before the Mountain 
be/ore the Fills. Johr Pefore the World was, Son of 
Siracl.—— "fore the World began. Phile — ere the 
U erid legan - antienter than the World. Peter 5egotren 
before the reh. Hermas—More antient than any Creature. 


Juſtin 


Juſtin- 


| and the 


the Fir / 
Creatur 
ation of 
Illuſtr: 
always 
While 
ble wi 
ter tha 


(4. 
Iuitr 
Words: 
(if I 1 
4 qua 
when 
he eve 
trine. 
fines t 
the F: 
ſerves 


be for. 


Eter⸗ 
give 
the 8 
Fath 
hear 
nicat 
the 

Dod 


on t! 


29 12 


* 


r ̃ ͤ ͤr oo My 2 


(55) 


Juſtin——Before the Creature before the Morning-Star, 


| and the Moon before all the Creature — beſore the Sun— 


the Firſt-born of all the Creaturei—1b/olutely before all the 
Creatures. And Lafantiu;—before God jet about the Cre- 
ation of the World. Nor does any of them ule an higher 
Illuſtration than Euſebius himſelf, in one place - heing 
always with his Father, as Light with the Luminous Body. 
While yet the ſame Euſcbius eſteem'd the more tolera- 
ble word 4i/4G-, Eternal, when taken ſtrictly, no bet- 
ter than Hexretical; as we ſhall ſee immediately. For, 
(4.) The very ſame Euſebius, who uſed that higheſt 
[lluttration of all, and ventured upon both the higheſt 
Words, die- and dap, Eternal and Heginningleſs; 
(if I may ſo improperly render them :) when uſed in 


2 qualified Senſe, of the Antiquity of the Son; yet. 


when he perceived them taken in a {trict Acceptation, 
he ever declared his Abhorrence of ſuch Heretical Doc- 
trine, Thus, excepting one or two places, he ever con- 
fines the higheſt Term Jrzey ©, Beginningleſs, to God 
the Father alone; as the moſt Learned Monfaucon ob- 
ſerves, in his exact Account of this Euſebius's Opinions, 
before his Edition of the Commentary on the Pſalms. 
He alſo obſorves, that when Marcellus appears to him to 
uſe aD, Eternal, in a ſtrict Senſe, for the Coeternity 
of the Son, he openly accuſes him of Hereſy for ſo do- 
ing; and affirms, that if it be ſo taken, it was equiva- 
lent to Unbegottey : which all the Chriſtian World al- 
low'd to be imtirely Heretical. 

(5.) Moſt of thoſe who uſe a e-, Eternal, or m9 
edo draviey, before Eternal Lues; do plainly and 
clearly deny the Coeternity. I inſtance in Phi/o, the 
Author of the Recognitions, Novatian, the Presbyters and 
Deacons of Alexandria, and Euſebiut. And as to the laſt 
but one of theſe, I mean the Presbyters and Deacons of 
Alexandria, who uſe that very high Expreſſion, Before 
Eternal Times ; *tis very ſtrange Your Lordſhip does not 
give them up: fince they, in expreſs Terms, affirm, that 
the Son is not a . Eternal, nor Cocternal; and that the 
Father was before him: nay, that they had themſelves 
heard their Biſhop Alexander [he that firſt excommu- 
nicated the Arias] preach that laſt Doctrine openly in 
the Church. Nor does this Alexander ever deny that 
DoQrine, in either of his long and vehement Letters 


on that Subject Kill extant, as we ſhall ſce preſently. 
(6.) The 
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(6.) The Antients do ever moſt ſtudiouſſy avoid all 
ſuch Terms of Compariſon, as Coeval, or Coeternal ith 
the Father; which yet do of all others molt properly, 
and indeed only, expreſs the Atbanaſian Doctrine in this 
Point. Nay, Athanaſius himſelf, in his large Book of 
the Incarnation of the Word, written before the Council 
of Nice; where he once ules the Term ai, Eternal; 
does yet ever avoid any word like avi), or Cotternal: 
how tond ſoever he was of any ſuch Word about 30 or 
40 Years afterward. 

(7.) This matter is particularly clear in the Caſe of 
Origen : who, although he directly declared it for 
Chriſtian Doctrine, that the Son was a created being, and 
indeed the antienteſt of all Creatures; yet had he a phi. 
loſophical Notion, not only of the Poſſibility, but alſo 
of the Reality of the Eternity of the grand Syſtem of 
Creatures, the World itſelf, -in ſome Senſe or other ; 
and ſo was more at liberty, or indeed under a greater 
neceſſity than any other of the Antients, to believe {ill 
more ſtrongly, and in an higher Senſe, the Eternity of 
the Son; by whoſe Miniſtration he ever aſſerted the 
World to have been made. Yet does this Origen hith- 
ſelf plainly let us know, that there was no ſuch Chi. 


ſtian Doctrine, as the Coeternity of the Son with the Fa- 


ther, then known in the Church 3 but that all ſuch 
Notions of his bare Eternity were built, as was the other 
of the Eternity of the World, on metaphyſick Subtilties 
only. For when he explains the words of the Pſalmiit, 
This Day have I begotten thee, and aflerts for Dottrine, 
that there is no Evening with God; he only ventures to 


t. P. 17. ſuppoſe that there is no Morning neither; but that a Time, 


coextended with God's unmade and eternal Life, is that 
Day, or Today, wherein the Son was made. This unu— 
ſual way of ſpeaking, when he compares the antemun- 


dane Eternity to Time, he ſoftens by the words, If I may 


I.3. 


| been alway;, or continually, deriv'd from the Father 


ſo ſay; and yet, after all, he dares only ſuppoſe thence, 


that the beginning of Chriſt's Origin, which he places 
ſomewhere within that Eternity, was not found, [was 
not diſcoverable;] not that there was no ſuch ber:mm; 
at all, or that he was properly coeternal with his Father. 
This is ſtill plainer in his Book Peri Arcbon; where we 
find the like uncertain Philoſophick Conjectures, whe- 
ther the Son, as repreſented by Light, muſt not have 


25 


0.477 

as Rays are always, or continually derived from the Sun? 

as alſo whether God was not a/ways 4 Father? But this 

only in the ſame manner, that the ſame Origen reaſons 

in the ſame Book, with relation to the 071d itſelf alſo; L 2, 

whether it was not alꝛoays deriv'd from God? leſt God 

ſhould not a/ways have been a Lord, and a Gozerror, for 

want of the Exiitence of thoſe Beings he was to overs ? 

Thus in the Caſe of the Holy Spirit, who, in Origen's Letter, 

Judgment, as we have ſeen, was alſo certainly a Being p. 35, 36. 

made by the Miniſtration of the Son, and ſo muſt have 

received his Knowledge after he was made; yet does he 

there declare it ar abſurd thing to ſay the Holy Spirit 

was once, or at any time ignorant notwithitanding. 4 
(S.) Thus alſo, although, as we have ſeen, Origen's bt 

Opinion was, that the World itſelf was, in ſome Senſe, M 

eternal, had always exiſted, and that u time could be 3 

aſſigned when it did not exiſt; yet is the ſame Origen \ 

expreſs, that even the Matter of the World itſelf was M 

{ 


not #7:berotter, or nmade, but was created out of nothing 
by God 3 and that it was not cocternal with God, but 
later than he. This we learn both from his Greek Paſſa- 
ges, {till extant, and from Rufinus's Verſion of his «o 
Book Peri Archon. In the former of which, he ſays 4 
e that any other Providence, which might pro- In Gen. 


vide that Matter which God made uſe of in the Creation Via. Phi 
id. - 


local. c. 
xxiv. 


of the World, mul! have been then owned, fg Cu]ece 
cs, antienter than God; and that it is ever, «me v see 
rens, from a prior Art, that the Matter for every Ope- 
ration is exhibited to the Artificer. And in the latter he at A 
directly affirms, that thoſe Philoſophers incurred the A. 
Imputation of Impiety, who ſaid, that Matter was Un- II. 1. 
begotten, or Unmade, and Coeternal with the Unbegotten 
Cod: He ſtill taking the words Unbegotten and Coeternal 
for the ſame thing, or neceflary Conſequences from 
one another, as they evidently are in their own nature, 
and were ever in the firſt Ages eſteem'd to be ; thothe 
Athanaſians have made a wide Difference between them. 
Accordingly Huetius gives us this true Account of Hrigen's 
Opinion upon this Head, viz. * When he confates the 1 
Coeternity of Matter, he means, that 'tis not Uubegotten, | 
or Unmade: nor is it Coeval with God; nor is it another 
Principle different from him: But he admits that 
Matter was ſo produc'd by God, ante Secula, before 
the Ages or Eternities, as Light proceeds (rom he 
Sun. 


Origeni- 
an. p. 165. 
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Antient Sun.“ Nor does even that ſpurious, at leaſt greatly 
Monum. ſuſpected Paſſage, cited out of our Origen by Athana- 
p. 89, 90. ſius, concerning this Matter, in the leaſt favour the 


Peri Ar- 
chon. I. 1. 
roæm. 
amph. 


Apol. 


proper Coetern:ty, as a Doctrine then known in the 
Church: but indeed implies the direct contrary 3 when 
it affirms, that the groſs Arian Aſſertions and Expreſ- 
ſions themſelves, that there was a Time or Duration when 
the Sen was not; that He was not before He began to be: 
that He was not always with God bis Father 3 or the 
aſcribing a direct egiuning to his Exiſtence, were only 
too bold and dangerous a thing in his Opinion: while 
himſelf there owns it as an Initance of his on Boldneſs, 
that he aflerted, on the contrary, that 0 Time or Dura- 
tion could be aſſigned when He was not. Nor was it 
poſſible for Origen always to write ſo, if he had be- 
lieved, as the Atharaſians pretend to do, that the Coe- 
ternity itſelf is not only a direct, but even a furdamen- 
tal Doctrine of Chriſtianity. Nor in the double Copy we 
have of this Origen's original Catalogue cf Fundamen- 
tals, even as given us by Rufinus himſelf, is there one 
Syllable about the Coeternity, no more than there is a- 
bout the Corſubſiantiality, or Coequality, either of the 
Son or Holy Spirit with the Father. In ſhort, the want 
of this Diſtinction between always, eternal, and the like 
words of Time, from ſtrictly Coeval, or Coeternal with 
God himſelf, has been the grand Occaſion of Photius's 
and others Miſtakes; as if Origen, by his bold Phraſes 
concerning rhe Eternity of the World, meant, that it was 
really coeval or coeternal with its Creator: which yet he 
utterly denied, even as to that primary Matter itſelf, which 
was prior to the World, and out of which it was made. 
And the like Miſtake, but a much more pernicious one, 
is that which has brought into the Church the Athanaſian 
Doctrine of the ſtrict Coeternity of the Son, and even at 
laſt of the Holy Spirit alſo with the Father 3 who yet 
properly ſpeaking, according to all the Antients, is the 
Only Eternal God. Nor indeed does our Origen ever uſe 
higher Expreſſions concerning the unlimited Eternity of 
the Son, X wha he does of the like unlimited Eternit) of 
the World; nor ever pretends to derive that Eternity 
from any other Authority than metaphyſick Subrilties, 
in any Place whatſoever : which Obſeryations deſerve 
the Reader's moſt attentive Reflection. 


(9.) But 


- 
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(9.) But leſt the Reader ſhould want ſome expreſs 
Teſtimonies, that the words ever, and always; or the 
Ages, or Eternities, were ſuch as of old belonged to 
Time, and the Creatures, and were not proper to deſcribe 
the abſolute and immutable Eternity of God, or Coeter- 
nity with God himſelf; take the ſame Origen's words, to 
this very purpoſe, concerning the Holy Ghoſt's being 
always a qty Being, and never ignorant: Hoc ſane 
quod dicimus, vel ſemper erat; wel ſi quod aliud tale tem- 
poralis ſignificationis nomen adducimus ſimpliciter, & cum 
ꝛenid acc pieudum eſt, Quoniam Nominum quidem horum 
ſignificationes Temporales ſunt : Ea autem de quibus loqui- 
mur, tratlu quidem Sermonis temporaliter nominantur z 
Natura autem ſui omnem Intelligentiam Senſus temporalis 
excedimt ; * The Spirit was what we have ſaid, either 
always; or if we make uſe of any other ſuch word 
© of a Temporal Signification, it muſt be taken as inac- 
* curate, and on that account forgiven : Becauſe the 
* Signification of theſe words are Temporal ; but rhe 
* things we are ſpeaking of, tho diſcourſed of as we 
* diſcourſe of Things ſubſect to Time, are yet in their 
* own nature ſuch, as are beyond all our Notions of 
* Time whatſoever.” And elſewhere; & vero aliquid eſt 
Seculis majus ; ita ut in Creaturis quidem Secula iutelli- 
gantur, in aliis vero, que excedunt & ſupergrediumtur viſi- 
biles Creaturas, quod erit forte in Reſtitutione ommium, 
(eum ad perfetum finem univerſa pervenient) id fortaſſe 
plus aliquid ¶ e quam Seculum inteligendum eſt ; in quo 
erit omnium Conſummatio plus aliquid quam / Secu— 
lum & Secula, forte etiam pluſquam eft Secula Secu- 
lorum, &c. If there be ſomewhat greater than 
* Ares, or Eternities; ſo that thoſe Ages, or Eternities, 
may indeed be underitood as to Creatures 3 but as to 
other things, that exceed and tranſcend the =:/ible 
Creatures, which perhaps will be at the Reſtitution of 
all things, when there ſhall be an entire Conſumma- 
tion of the Univerſe ; --- it may be, ſomewhat more 
than is an Age or Eternity, than are Ages or Eternities; 
nay perhaps than Ages of Ages, or Eternities of Eterni- 
ties e Oc.“ So that all ſuch words, in Ori- 
gen's Opinion, were words of Time, and were vaſtly too 
low to expreſs any thing like the immenſe and unaltera- 
ble Eternity of, or indeed a ſtrict Coeternity with the Su- 
preme Being himſelf. 


SS 0 


c 


I > (10.) It 


Peri Ar- 
chon. I. 5. 


II. 


Ant ient 
Monum. 


( 60) 


(1c.) It is farther very remarkable, that among the 
odious Imputations laid to the Charge of their Adverſa- 


p.208-224. ries by the Ariaus, before the Council of Nice, we find the 


P. 211— 
226. 


Ib. p. 219. 


following Athanaſian Expreſſions: God ever was 3 the Son 

der was: The Father and the Son exiſt together 5 the Son is 
co-exiſtent with God; be is ever-begotten; begotten, not made: 
Cod did not precede the Son one Thought, or one Moment; he is 
Eternal, and Co-eternal, and Uubegotten, and bas bis Exiſ- 


tence together with the Father : and that all this while the 


Head of thoſe Ad verſaries, Alexander, who muſt know of 
theſe odious Imputations laid on them, never owns the 
Truth of anyone of them; but either wholly denies 
them, or evades giving any direct Anſwer to them, as 
containing Notions quite beyond his Capacity: Of which 
his two large and vehement Letters, written againſt the 
Arians at that time, and ſtill extant, do fully aſſure us. 
So that 'tis moſt evident, that Aexauder never durit ei- 
ther think or ſay, the Son was cocternal with the Father, 
as his bolder Succeſſors the Athanaſiaus, ſome time af. 
terward ventur'd to do. | 
(11.) 'This Matter is clearer, particularly in the Caſe of 
this Alexander, becauſe altho he ufed once the higheſt 
Expreſſion of all concerning the Antiquity of the Son, 
218. that he had, dya er 34yrnoy, a beginningleſs Genera- 
tion; if I muſt fo improperly render that antient Ex- 
reſſien: yet docs he ever take great care to avoid ſay- 
ing, that Chriſt was truly ai or cv, e-, eternal, 
or coeternal; and infilts upon the 73 & ser, the proper 
or abſolute underived and «begotten Eternity, as the pe- 
culiar Privilege of the Father; and a juſt Conſequence 


from his own Words, that the Father was greater than He; 


as the ſame original Letters do fully ſhew. Thus 
he rever once, even in the midſt of his Zeal againſt 
the groſs Arians, which was not ſmall, accuſes them 
for aflerting, that the Son was not Eternal, or Coeval, 
cr Coeternal with Ged; or that God was before bim: 
but ſays, that many of their Expreſſions imply'd, that He 
had a temporary Generation, or that ſome created Time 
had paſſed before He was begotten 3 that there was a 
Time when God was both without his Word, and his 
Wiſdom, even then when he muſt have made the 
World by his Word and his Wiſdom : That there was 
2 Time when God was not a Father, and had not a Son; 
that when the Arians called the Son a Creature, and y 
n + * Mor 
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Work, it muſt imply that He was one of thoſe common 


2 

5 Creatures that were made, under the Father, by the Son; 
0 that there was a created Point of Duration, or Interval, 
2 when the Son had no manner of Exiſtence. And be- 
s cauſe he eafily foreſaw, that the wiſer part of the 4- 
a rians, Who believed an Uncreated Eternal Duration, 
5 prior to Created Time 3 and determined, that the Son was 
5 begotten and created in that uncreated Eternity, and was 
C only derived from the Father bimſelf: and tho he was 


really created, or was in that Senſe a Creature, it was on- 
ly in a Rank vaſtly ſuperior to thoſe Creatures that were 
made by the Son, would thence charge him with the Opi- 
nion, that the Son was then ſtrictly Coeval, Coeternal, 
and indeed equally Unbegotten with the Father: He ve- 
ry fully and largely guards againſt ſuch terrible Imputa- 
075, and artfully excuſes himſelf from ſpeaking more 
diſtinctly upon theſe Points, as quite beyond his Reach + 


or Ability; and ſuch as, in his Judgment, was very C 


— 


ö 


— 


dangerous, if not nncbriſitan, to enquire farther into. 
Ke directly affirms, That the Avian Language im- P. 275. 

f * ply'd, that there was an Interval of created Time be- 4 
t ; 25 the Exijtence of that very Wiſdom of the Father, 1 
„ bicb created the Unizerſe; in which Interval Ft 
j- therefore the Son was not yet made by the Father ; 
. * and that by conſequence they gave the Ly to that Fi 
— © Text of Scripture, which ſaid, that it was not any 1 
l, Interval of Time, or of the Ages, but the Sou him- : 9 
r © ſelf, that was the Firji born of the whole Creation,” or the Col. 1. 15. i 
2 ery firſt Being that God created. So that it ſeems J 
0 this Alexander did not then deny that the Son was made 
J by the Father; but only inſiſted, that he was made by 

18 the Father before all created Time, and was the Fir/f | 
t of all thoſe things that were thus made by him; f 
N and that therefore no Times, no Ages, no Eternities, I i 
, no Heginning of, or Interval between any ſuch Times, 55 
2 Ages, or Eternities; (all which he ever directly eſteems 6 
e to have been part of that Creation which was made by 

e the Miniſtration of the Son) could poſſibly be before | 
4 him. He alſo expreſly ſtiles the Father and Son rew»9 | 

IS atures, and calls thoſe unskilful Perſons, who did P. 2 17, 
e not own the vaſt Difference there was between the Un- 21. þ 
n begotten Father, and thoſe Beings that were created by if 
; Him out of Nothing: and ſo left no room for the mid- 1 
4 ' ole only-begotten Nature between them, which was that {| 
| "of | 


P. 21, 22, 
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of the Son; by whoſe Miniſtration the Univerſe waz 
* created out of nothing.” Which plain Paſſages of this 
Alexander's own Letters, eſpecially if they be taken to- 
gether with, and further explained by the expreſs and 
publick Teſtimonies of his own Presbyters and Deacon 
to his face, in their eminent and remarkable Epiſtle to 
him at that time, extant intirely in my Letter, will 
prove, that the Euſebian Doctrine, and no other, was 
* what they had received, not only from their Forefa. 
* thers in general, but from Alexander him/elf alſo in 
particular: that he had ftill publickly taught them, 
that the Son was not a cor /ubſtantiated Part of the Fa- 
ther; that He was created by the Will of God; that 
He was not Eternal, nor Coeternal, nor, Unbegotten, as 
the Father was; nor had his Exiſtence together with 
the Father: but that He had himſelf preached this 
expreſs Dofrine in the Church, in their Hearing, that 
God was before all things, and eſpecially was before 
© bis u. None of which Doctrines of Alexander are 


* 


„ -@& 


once denied, nay indeed are greatly confirmed, as his 


old genuine Opinions, by theſe his own Epiſtles: All 
this, I ſay, put together, ſeems to me little leſs than 
a Demonſtration, that even this Alexander himſelf, and 
that part of the Church in his time, which, with him, 
vehemently oppoſed the groſs Arians, underſtood the 
antient Expreſſions, now before us, in the Senſe I have 
above explained them, and in no other ; and indced 
that both this Alexander, and the ſame part of the 
Church with him, were then, in the main, of the Eu- 


ſebian 3 ; and did not then believe, in any pro- 


per Senſe, either the Conſuſtantiality, Coequality, or Co- 
eternity of the Son of God. 

(12.) Philo the Jew, who was contemporary with the 
Apoſtles, ſhews, that di,, or Eternal, when uſed of 


. the Word of God, did nor, in thoſe early Ages, mean 


the ſame with Coeval, or Coeternal. For while, in one 
place, he calls the Son expreſly, Ad a O 7% 


i, the Eternal Word of the Ezerlaſtiug God; which 


looks more like to the Cocternity, than almoſt any other 


, Expreſſion in all Antiquity : yet does he directly aſſure 
us elſewhere, that the Father was before him; and this 
probably not only in Dignity, as to which the words are 
very expreſs, but in Antiquity alſo, in this remarkable 


Paſſage: * Wherefore is it ſaid, that God made Man 
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tas KL in the Image of God, and not in his own Image, as if he 


is J. ſpake of another God? Why, this Oracle was delivered 
wy very rightly, and wiſely : For no mortal Being is ca- 
« « pable of a Formation, according to the Image of the 
ns . Supreme Being, and Father of the Univerſe 3 but on- 
bY ly of the Second God, who is his Word. For it was ne- 
ceffary that the rational Character, which is in the 


* Soul of Man, ſhould be imprinted by the Divine 
bs Nord. For this God, who is @e$ 7s A»ys, before the 
ord, is ſuperior to every rational Nature; but it 
was no way fit that any begotten Being ſhould be 
made like to him, who is placed, vp Abe, above 
* the Nord, in a certain molt exalted, and entirely pe- 
culiar Dignity of his Idea.“ And again, ſays he elſe- 
7 where, To be able to meet with the Place, or the De Somn. 
ura; [which are here two Names for the {ame Per. 5.574,75, 
* ſon 3] is a moſt ſatisfactory Benefit, to ſuch as are 383. . 
_ not able to ſee, + 723 me t Ays ©40y, That God who 

is before b:th Place and Word,” Nor do the ſame 
u Files plain Expreſſions, already produced, that God Let. p. 9, 
created him the firſt of his Nos; that he was a created 10. 
being; that he was the moſt antient of all things that 
were made; that he was God's moſt antient Angel, and 
* the like; at all agree with the Doctrine of the Coeter ni- ö 
ty. And now I ſhould think, My Lord, that this Point 6 
were ſufficiently determined; and that a Perſon created | 
he or ade by God, and before whom God did certainly } 
exiſt, could not be ſuppoſed coena! or c ternal with that 
God who created or made him. Yet is there {till an A. 
. thanaſian Diſtinction to be replied to 3 and it will be 
ſaid, perhaps, that altho the Father were the Creator or 
ne BW Maker, and the Son created or made by him; altho the 
of Father were the Cauſe of the Exiitence of the Son, and 
the Son were Cauſed by him; and altho the Father was 


- 
4. *- 
F 


an ' ; - % » « . 
ne indeed before him, in the Order of Canſality, yet might 
„ dhe Son be coeval and coeternal with the Father, in the 


ch Order of Duration notwithſtanding. Thus the latter Pla- Orige- 
toniſts, as the Great Huetius obſerves, that they might nian. p. 
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cr ö | 
re reconcile Ariſtotle's Notion, of the Eternity of the World, 166. 
\is with Plato's Doctrine, that it was made by God, pre- 
re tended that Plato's meaning was only this, that the 


e World was made from all Eternity. And thus will it be 
with the true Athanaſians, when they ſhall find that 


in they cannot deny, that the Son was created or made by 
| | the 
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the Father, and that the Father was before him; that 
the Father was the Cauſe, and the Son the Cauſed; and 
all this by the Doctrine of the Catholick Church, in the 
former intire three Centuries and an half: They will 
then be forced deſperately to affirm, asI have already 
foretold, that, all this notwithſtanding, the Son may {i!! 
have been created, or made, ab æteruo; may have been 
coeval with his Father who created, or made, him; may 
have been Cauſed as early as his Cauſe exiſted, and ſo 
may have been Co-eternal with him. Nor is there any 
end of the Pleas, and Excuſes, and Evaſions, and Di. 
tinctions of Parties, when once they have run into any 
groſs Errors of this Nature, before they will confel; 
and amend them. All ſhall therefore ſay here, is but 
this; that I have never once met with this Plea, in thi 
Caſe, during three entire Centuries and an half; and 
am therefore ſatisfied, that it has nothing to do with the 
Primitive Doctrines of Chriſtianity : * that I have 
more than once there met with the Caſe itſelf direQly 
put, both as to the So and the Holy Spirit, as cauſed ot 
created; but ſoas to overthrow all ſuch Athanaſian Eva- 
ſions whatſoever. Thus Conſtantine the Emperor, who pro- 
poſed the . and who baniſbed the Arians, 
at the Council of Nice, does bimſelf declare, that God 
was the alia, the Cauſe of the Son; and that the Son 
was the au, what was Cauſed by him; and this as an 
Inſtance of what he was there expreſly aſſerting, that 
fince the Son was the Cauſe of the World, and the World 
what was Cauſed by him, he muſt therefore of mneceſity, 
TegUTmagy ev Tov Gar, exiſt before the World, Thus allo 
Origen expreſly reaſons, that if, as he believed, the 
Holy Spirit were made by the Word or Son of God, that 
Word or Son muſt have been antienter than he. Thus 
alſo Athanaſius himſelf, as to Creatures, is expreſs, that 
altho God could always make Creatures, yet thoſe made 
Creatures could not be eternal, nor coexiſtent with God, 
who was eternal ; which primitive, juſt, and cogent 
Reaſonings are ſufficient utterly to filence this Atbana- 
13.) But what determines this whole Matter to the 
pray Satisfaction, is this; That when, after all that 


ad pait at Alexandria, and elſewhere, the Council of 


Nice itſelf came, with ſufficient Vehemence, to the 
Condemnation of the Arians, it never did, never durſt 
condemn 


(65) 

condemn them for denying either the ſtrict Frermity or 
Coeternity;z or for ſaying the Son was Created, That 
Council never did, never durit themlelves declarc, that 
He was either Uncreated, Eternal, or Cocterncl. Nor 
indeed does it appear, by all their Acts, that any One 
Piſhop there preſent, unleſs we except Marcellus and 
Euſtathius, the Sabelitans 3 did ever then believe ſuch a 

roper Eternity or Cocternity. And indeed Atbunaſius 
ern to bave been the very fri{t pretended Cacholick 
Chriſtian, that ever ventured to ſay, that the Son did, 
u ο,νje TE mic, coextjr with the Father; [was i- 
HG, coercrnal) cui D, w-beginmingleſs,and april, 
or %% e, unbegotten, or made. When Yecur Lord- 
ſhip has uſed Yeurſeli to the original Remains of Pri- 
mitive Antiquity, and particularly to thoſe that concern 
the Council of Nc, You will eafily underſtand the great 
Strength of my Evidence under this Head, but hardly 
betore. 

(14.) It is alſo highly worth Obſervation, that nei- 
ther Alexander, nor the Presbyters and Deacons of A. 
lexandria, nor Eu ſebius, who apply evagyes, beginningles, 
or, & , everlaſting, or did, eternal (if I muſt ſo 
improperly render tEoſe words) to the Son's Generation, 
do, in ſuch Caſes, apply thoſe Characters to the Sen 
bum elf. They allow indeed, that his Generation was 
evapy e-, and a e-, that he was begotten, pL  eovay 
dualor, beſore everlaſting Times: i. e. with the Additions 
of ſuch words, Generation and Times, as were then no 
way expreſſive of, but indeed did ſully deny the Coeter- 
nity 3 as we ſhall ſee preſently. But they did not ſay, 
that the Sor bimſcl} was areex&, beginnmegleſs; or aid, 
eternal; or devils, unmaae 3 but the direct contrary. 

bus Alexander ever greatly dreaded the mention of any 
ſuch word as cocternal. I he Presbyters and Deacons of 
Alexandria expreſly denied, that the Son was either 
eternal or coeternal; and Euſebius wrote vehemently a- 
gainſt the Heretick Marcellus, tor affirming, that the 


Son was dt, and avr2pyo0s, and az4vpr'os, eternal, and be- 


ginningleſs, and unmade. So that thoſc anticnt Chriſtian 
Writers, whoſe Expreſſions ſeem to carry the Generation of 
the Son the higheſt of all others, did the moſt evidently 
dread to affirm, he was cheternal with God; or indeed 
the moſt expreſly denied ſuch Coeternity, as a Doctrine 
groſly Heretical and intolerable among Chriſtians. 
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(15.) | conclude with what leſteem a direct Demon 


{rration, that neither the Ante-nicenre Fathers, nor the 
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Council of Mc itſelt, could poſſibly believe the (ee 
:iryot the Soa 3 becauſe they ever unanimoufly pre- 
feſled, that the Son was y:vri]&, or yer] , begotten, or 
made by the Father; and that no other Being or Per- 
ſon was a7 227 >, Or 4 7 , ubegotten, or 110 2dc, but 
the Father alone. For that 5s and yeriſ3s, begorten 
and made, as alſo ey], and dy ri] &, wmibcgotten, and 
unmade, of old fignified the very ſame thing, and were 
promiſcuoully uſed and tranſlated, even till the very 
middle of the fourth Century, if not later, is moit evi- 
dent in the antient Manuſcripts and Writers: and, as to 
the later word, is directly confeſſed anda proved by the 
benedi#:nes themſelves, in their Preface to Athanaſiuss 
Treatiſe Of the Decrees of the Synod of Nice; and is in- 
deed, which they ought there alſo to have obſerved, 
ever allowed and taken for granted by Athanaſius him- 
lelf, in his three diſtinct Dilcourſes upon this SubjeQ. 
Now that the word ern, or Y] s, begotien, or made, 
was ever then underilood expreſly to deny the Cooternity 
of that Being or Perſon, who was begotten or made, with 
God who was his Father or Creator, even till the middle 
of that fourth Century, if not later, is molt evident 
through all Chriſtian Antiquity z nor was it then, that 
I know of, ever denied or called in queliion by any 
Chriſtians : who all ſuppcs'd that eternal Generation, 
which is the preſent Atbanaſian Doctrine, was abſolutely 
heretical, abſurd, and impoſſible. AS alſo That the op- 

oſite words, 4y4mmilG, or eyanſ&, unbegotren, or uu— 
made, and almoſt only thoſe words, were then ever un- 
derſtood expretly to include an abſolute Eternity; or in 
4 manner, to declare the very ſame Notion with the 
word | ovyaidli O, or cocternal: (which, till the fourth 
Century, was rarely uſed by any Chriſtian, in any Caſe 
whatſoever) is alike evident through all Chriſtian Anti- 

uity. Nor was it then, that I know of, ever denied or 
called in queſtion by any Chriſtians: who all ſuppoſed, 
that no Do Eeing or Perſon was Unbegotten, or Un. 
made, or ſtrictly Eternal, but onlye the Father of our 
Lord Jcſus Chriſt. The full Evidence for which Ai- 
ſertions, and forall the other Aſſertions in theſe N 
ſhall be largely produc'd, whenever I ſhall be fo hap- 
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py as to obtain ſuch fair Referces and Achitratore, as | 


may be proper Judges of that Evidence. However, 

that Your Lordſhip may not be quite at a Loſs about 

ſuch Evidence, You may pleaſe to obſerve two or three 

things, which plainly ſuppoſe the Truth of thoſe Ob- 

ſervations. The firit is this, that Trenens, who of all rhe 

very antient Fathers has the molt direct Expreſſions, that 

the Word, or Son, was eternal, did always coexiſt with God 

his Father, that the Son and Spirit were ever with him, 

and the like; does yet never pretend he was «begotten: 

or #7:made, or coeternal with God, but the contrary. 
For while he never uſcs the word di or avril: at 

all, but frequently uſes the word ey-vri]l , unbegotten, 

(which the old Latin Verſion generally renders, inſec- 
tus, 1:71made, ) for tnat Cocternity > and ttill as appropriated 

to the Father alone: In the chief Place of all, where 
tis ſuppoſed, from the Latin Verſion, that he ſaysChriſt 
was nor made; if we paraphraſe the Place as (rens 
mult have written and meant it, 'tis a direct Denial of 
that Cocternityj. Thou art not, ſays he, O Man ! unbe- 
. otter, or coeternal with Goc neither didit thou C0 
exiſt with God, as did He that was begotten earlier 
than the beginning of the World, and has ever fince 
been with him, which is the great Antiquity of his 
own, or his neareit Word; while thou a:t but of 
ye{.crday, and but jift now receivedit the Beginning of 
thy Creation from him.” 

The ſecond Fact is this, That there was no Expe- 
dient found, at or after the Council of Nice, whereby 
to oppoſe the groſs Arian Conſequences from this uni- 
verſaily acknowledg'd Appropriation of the 43 S, or 
flrict Hternity, to the Perſon of the Father alone, but by 
exprelly Joining with the .ria7zs fo far, and giving up all 
Pretences to any ſuch Eternity, or ſtrictly eternal Genera- 
ton; and by advancing the metaphyfick, virtual, or po- 
tential Exiſtence of the Son in the Father before his Ge- 
acration, a Notion never heard of till the days of Mon- 
ans, in its ſtead 5 with the Condemnation of the Ariarns 
for deny ing that ſtrange ſort of Eternity; as all the ori- 
ginal Records moit evidently ſhew. 

The third Fact is this, That Athanaſius himſelf was 
'» diſtreſſed by the like Arian Conſequences, that he 
choſe to ſay, that the Character , or 44], 
#41<gotten, Or unmade, or ſtrictly eter na“, Was unſcriptu- 
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ral; and that though ſome of the Anticnts had appro- 
priated it to the Father, and he hoped they did not 
mean any harm thereby, yet as for himſelf, he did not 
like that Appropriation thereof to the Father; but 
thought that the Son might be ſaid to be Uubegotten, and 
Unmade, and ſo Coeternal with the Father. For which 
he has the Aſſurance to cite the ſpurious Epiſtles of Igna- 


tius ; and this in abſolute contradiction to himſelf be- 


fore, to the genuine Epiſtles,and to every other Chrittian 
Record, from the very days of our Bleſſed Saviour, t9 
that very day. Since therefore, My Lord, every 
Catholick Chriſtian, till that time, openly confeſſed, 
that no Being or Perſon was unbegotten, or unrmade, but 
the Father 3 and that the Son was himſelf a Being or 
Perſon hegotten or made by the Father; and withal, that 
during that time, it was all along unanimouſly con- 
feſſed, that every Being or Perſon that was thus begor- 
ten, cr made, could not poſhbly be coeval or cofternal 
with that God who bhegat or made him: as allo that the 
Character of unbegotten, or unmade, then entirely appro- 
riated to the Father, was alike openly and unanimouſly 
confeſied to expreſs the peculiar Eternity of the Father 
alone, even in oppcſitien to that of the Son himſelf; 
it follows, to the degree of Demonſtration, that the Son 
was then univerfaily allowed not to be properly ete nal, 
or cocterual with the Father. In ſhort, the Atbanaſian 
Hy otheſis entirely depends on the Solidity of this Dif- 
tinction, between a Fegotten and Made, between an Urnbe- 
gotten and Unmade Being or Perſon: for which yet there 
is no manner of Foundation, that I know of, in three com- 
pleat Centuries and an half of Chriſtianity. 

Upon the whole, Your Lordſhip had, [ think, ſmall 
reaſon to ſay, * That it is aſtoniſhing I ſhould, with ſo 
great Confidence, peremptorily aſſert, That no one Per- 
ſon excepted againſt the word Created, till Athanaſius 3 
nor any one aſſerted, that the Son was Uncrearted, till 
he did it: ſince I ſtill find the Aſſertions to be ſtrictly 
and literally true; and neither Your Lordſhip, nor 
Biſhop Bull, in his incomparable Book 3 nor Dr. Water- 
land, in his admirable Tract, as You call them; nor 
any other Athanaſian either has, or can diſprove the 
lame, by any of the Records of Chriſtian Antiquity 
now extant. One or two perhaps may be named, who, 
upon ſome Nicety as to Scripture-Language, or ſome 
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gubtilties in Philoſophy, did not like the word MV Uus- 
, made ; but as to the word rige created, they 
neither did, nor indeed, could poſſibly reject it: I 
mean this, becauſe they ſo unanimoully agreed, that 
the Sacred Scripture itſelf directly el that the 
Father created the Son, before the World began. And 
Your Lordſhip has, I think, ſtill much leſs reaſon to 
ſav, that tis no leſs aſtoniſpiug, that 1 ſhould venture 


« aſſert, © That for the Cocrermty of the Spirit, or even p. 136, 
his equal Antiquity with the Son, there is not one pro- 157, 


per and direct Teſtimony, Sacred or Primitive, that I 
© know of, now extant in the Recerds of the Chriſtian 
© Church, till long after the Council of Nice, in the lat- 
© ter days of Athanaſius himſelf: * Since I ſtill find that 
this Aſſertion alſo is ſtrictly and literally true; and that 
neither Your Lordſhip, nor Bp Full, nor Dr. Waterland, 
nor any other Atbanaſiau, either has, or can diſprove the 
fame, by any of the Records of Chriſtian Antiquity now 
extant. Remote Conſequences, My Lord, are one thing; 
Dire Teſtimonies another. 

But here, indeed, I muſt confeſs, My Lord, that the 
preſent Athanoſian Churches are wi/e in their Generation; 
and act as is moſt convenient for their Cauſe ; which is 
to do, in this Caſe, as the Church of Rome does in others; 
mean to infiſt on ſome few plaufible modern Tranſla- 
tions, and age) Hair cor of Scripture, or antient Teſti- 
monies, with the uſual Athanaſian Inferences from the 
ſame; and then compel all the contrary Texts, 'Teſti- 
monies, and Evidence whatſcever to comply therewith. 
Thus have I myſelf heard a Romantyr lay his ftreſs up- 
on thoſe words of our Saviour, concerning the Chriſtian 
Church, The Gates of Hel! ſhall not prevail againſt it; 
and by the frequent Repetition of that ſingle Text, in 
the Senſe he had been all along uſed to, ſuperſede all 
the direct Facts and Records of Antiquity, which de- 
monſtrate the Greatneſs and Number of the Popiſh 
Corruptions. And thus can they prove, from their In- 
terpretation of dur own Catechiſm, which ſays, The 
Inward and Spiritual Grace, in the Euchariſt, is the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt, which are verily and indeed taken aud 
received by the Faithful in the Lord's Supper; that we, of 
the Church of England, do alſo believe the Doctrine of 
Tranſubſtantiation, as well as they; in ſpite of all the 
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contrary. In ſuch Caſes, My Lord, tlie Authority and In. 
tereit of the preſent Church 3 with a itrong Deſire that 
ſhe may not be found to have been ſo much, and ſo long, 
and ſo grolly miſtaken 3 and chat in Points of ſuch great 
moment; joined to ſome {mall apparent Evidence, es- 
fily renders that {mall Ez:dence Very confiderable, and 
bears down all other Arguments and Demonitrations 
whatlocver. 

As to what Your Lordſhip fays, without, and againſt, 
all Authority in the World that I know of, about the 
Yew: and Mabometans OC1Ag nardenced by the Lu; cbian; 
or, as You call it, the Arian Doftrine ; 1 ſhall” remind 
Your Lordſhip, on the other ſide, of the grand Ditt. 
culty the Miſſionaries always find as to the Cony erſion 
of the Jews and Heathens to Chriſtianity, from the Aba. 
naſtau Doctrine; waich they take to be no other than 
direct Po[1theiſn, an 0 of the fame nature with Pagar Ido. 
latry. Take this in the words of a very good Friend cr 
mine, Mr. Emi u, who had plainly diſcovered and Tl 
diciouſly vindicated part of the old Chriſtian Doctrine 
before I did ſy; and who has ſuffered much more in 
Ire/and than I have done in Eugland, for the ſame: 
**Tis yet, fays Mr. Enly:, a further Griet to think, 
* what a fatal Stop 1s kereby put to the Progrets 
of the Goſf e! 5 whole Rejection by Jews, Aa aa: 
tant, and Pagans, is undemably occaſioned by the 
common Do# re of the lucar u 272041 of God. One may 
read in Le Compre's Hiſtory of China, how the Hea- 
thens derided the Chriſtians Doctrine of a mortal God; 
and ur on that account looked upon Chriſtianity as ja- 
halous as their own Religion.“ And Dr.“ Caf aubon, in 
his Bcok of Credulrty and tncredul: ty, ſays, He could 
* prove, by many Inſtances out of Hiſcory, that this 
& Do; ine bas J. A Ore People from embraciug the Chriſ- 
© tian Faith, than ary other thins be knew 7. Nor will 
any one Who reads ſuch Books as Mr. Ockley's Saracen 
Congueſts 3 the Conferences of the Miſſionaries with the Ma- 
labarians 3 or Mr. Yercs's /{ddre/s to tho Jews, at all doubt 
of the Truth of this Obſervation. Upon which Occa- 
fion I beg [cave to preſent Your Lordſhip and. thc 
World with a very honeſt, judicious, and Chriſtian Let- 
ter, which was ſent me from one that was then, and is 
i111! to me, wholly unknown, ſome Years ago; and was 
partly occaſion'd by that great Scandal which the Aiba- 
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nean DoArine gave the Unbelicvers, when he was a- 
mong them. And I take the Freedom to ſay, that it 


rery well d-ferves Your Lordihip's, and every ſober 


fthanaſian's ſerious Conſideration. it was in theſe words: 


4 


* 


9 


; 


Reverend er, 
Have read ſome of your Writings with ſingular Plea- 
ſurc, and I hope alio with ſome Profit. 1 do con- 
fels to you Jam a Clergyman (tho unworthy of the 
Dignity. 5) but having not had Conveniencies (like 


: Men in the Univerliiics, or where eaſy Acceſs may be 
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* 
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Lay 


had to large Libraries) to ſcarch into Primitive Learn- 
ing, no wonder if | have taken things upon Truſt, and 
depended on the Judgments and Readings of Men 
more Learned than myſelf. I was trained up in the 
Belief of the Trinity. as it's recciv'd in the Church 
of Fuglaud: tho I confeſs the Atbiniſtan Creed (as it's 
commonly called) has often been a Scandal to the 
feet of my Judgment; but in my Youth I ſtept over 
it; reſolving all into Myſtery. And having ſome Syſ- 
tems and Explications of the Trinity, I naturally led 
myſelf into tnis way of Reaſoning, Tat the Nature 0 
God 15 unſearchable, and therefore if God had te- 
vealed in his Word, that there were three diſtinct Per- 
ſuns, who were coeternal and cocqual, in the Di— 
vine Eflence, I ought to believe it, tho I could not 
comprehend it. And being taught, that Gol had 
revealed it in ſuch and ſuch Texts of Scripture, I took 
it for granted: tho I confeſs in my Prayers (I mean 
when I prayed by myſelf) I think 1 did never addreſs 
myſelf but only to the Father; becauſe our Saviour 
had taught us to ask of the Father, in his Name, with 
the Promiſe, that if we did fo, we ſhould obtain. 
Having been a Chaplain abroad ina Ship, I was ſorry 
that the Turks, Jews, &c. were fo very much offended 
with the Chriſtian Religion, upon theſe two Accounts, 
b. S. the one the worſhipping of Images, the other 
the Belief and Worſhip of che Trinity; which ſeemed 
to them to be the Belief of three Gods. As to 
the firſt, I thought we of the Church of Erg/and were 
happy, in having purg'd away that foul Error of Po- 
pery 3 and ſo I could vindicate the Religion of us 
Chrittians, with a much greater Strength than a Prieſt 
of the Church of Reme. But as to the Trinity, I 500: 
eis 
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« feſs I-have ſometimes wiſhed, that God had not ſo far 
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reveal'd that Myſtery to us, unleſs he had been pleas, 


to have diſcovered it farther 3 in regard 'twas a Stum. 


bling- Block to Heathens, Cc. But, however, I con. 


tented inyſelf with this Conſideration, that we ought 


to ſubmit our Judgments and Wills to the Good. 


Pleaſure and Wiſdom of God. When Dr. Sherloh 


eee, his Explication of the Trinity, by thoſe odd 
erms of Self and Mutual Conſciouſneſs, I was much 
offended: but was not pleas'd with South's An. 
{wer ; in regard he did not reply in the Spirit of Meek. 


neſs; but with that Anger an 


Arrogancy, which 4 


vours more of the Temper of Lucifer, than of the 
moſt bleſſed and humble Jeſus Chriſt. Tho I had 
read ſome of the Socinians, yet their Writings ſpeak- 
ing ſo (as I think ) falſely and unworthily of our Blef- 
ſed Redeemer, I took a Prejudice againſt them; and 
began to ſettle myſelf in this Reſolution, that I would 


ſearch, nor read no more. 


That there was one in 


three, and three in one, of equal Majeſty, Power, 


and Glory. 


And 


therefore notwithſtanding 


what 


Biſhop Stillingfleer ſaid (by way of Contempt) I re- 
ſolv'd to receive the Trinity of the Mob, or the Faith 
of the Mob in reſpect of the Trinity: And this I hare 


frequently ſaid between Jeſt and Earneſt, but meant it 
in good Earneſt among my Friends, that I was of the 


Mob in reſpect of this Doctrine. 


© I tnerefore refuſed to read Dr. Clarke's moſt ad mira- 


ble Book for ſome time, or any thing wrote by you; 


] was ata Point I thought with myſelf, and would 


torment 


burie 


myſelf no more. 


viour, and the Hol 


0 


I had often in my 
Mouth, 'tis magnum Myſterium Chriſtianiſmi, Doftrina 
magis adoramda quam ſcrutanda, with others of the like 
Import. And when I did read ſuch Paſſages as The 
Father is greater than I; and of Chriſt, that he is 
the 1 (at of every Creature; and as often as I have 

the Dead, and have read the Leſſon appointed 
for that Office, and have from ſuch manifeſt Proots 
been induced to think, that ſurely our Blefled Sa- 
Ghoſt, could not have equal 
* Majeſty, Power, Eternity, Glory, and Dominion, 
* with the Father: I have then begg'd of God (if! 
did think amiſs) to pardon me; fince *twas a Myſtery 


I could not underitand ; and this Conſideration, _ 
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SL. 
God does not require of us more than he gives us, ad- 
« miniſtred Comfort, that if I did ſometimes think amiſs 
God would pardon it; ſince 'twas a Sin (if it was one) 
© that was involuntary. 

* I ſhould tire myſelf to write, and you to read all 
the Struggles I have had in my Mind about this Mat- 
© ter. But fince I have ſeen Dr. Clarke, whom I cx- 
* ceedingly reverence 3 and ſome things of yours, I begin 
to be at peace; I hope on a better fout than what I 
* reſted on before. 

dir, I have ſo far diſcovered my Nakedneſs, that I 
am aſhamed to write my Name. God grant we may 
know one another hereafter. I beg a Share in your 
Prayers. I am fo far a Stranger to you, that I believe 
I never ſaw you but once; which was accidentally, as 
you pait along the Street: Dr.Clarke I never ſaw, Oc.“ 

Feb. 6. 1715-6. 


And thus far, My Lord, I have preſumed to argue 
with Your Lordſhip, as with a- Sc, and a Chriſtian 5 
in both which Capacities I wiſh Your Lordſhip had very 
many Superiors, or indeed Equals : I donot mean only 
among thoſe of Your Lordſhip's Quality; who are ge- 
neral i roo deeply engaged in leſs important Studies, if 
not in more criminal Purſuits and Pleaſures, to artend, 
in any ſerious manner, to ſuch religious Enquiries as | 


' theſe before us; but even among thoſe whoſe Stations, 


and Wen and Functions render it much more 
ine xcuſable for them not to be eminent in ſuch Sacred 


Learning. Nor would I be any ways inſtrumental in 
diſcouraging Your Lordſhip, or any others, from exa- 


mining, and comparing, and determining for yourſelves 3 
even tho! it be only in that way of modern Diſpute and 
Controverſy, of which I have otherwiſe ſo very low an 
Opinion: 1 mean this, in compariſon with the groſs 
Stupidity of the Bulk of Mankind; who itill blindly 
and zealouſly follow their ſeveral Leaders, without ſo 


| much as diitinctly knowing what thoſe Leaders have to 


ſay for themſelves, as to the ſeveral Controverſies be- 
tween them and their Ad verſaries. However, I hope, 
the great Pains Your Lordſhip has taken in this more 
imperfect way of modern Controverſies and Commenta- 
ries, may be the happy Occaſion of your Application 
to that more perfect way. of perufing all the Originals 
themſelyes 3 at leait ſo far as the 4poſtolical —_— 
; L an 
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and the two firſt Centuries of the Church; to whoſe ori. 
ginal Language Your Lordſhip has already ſufficiently 
ſhewed Yourlelf to be no Stranger: where the Au— 
thors are not very many, nor very large, and ſo will not 
require a very long time for their Peruſal. And I Aſ. 
ſure Your Lordſhip, that as I ſhould be ſorry to ſee any 
Reoin:4er to this from Your Lordſhip, before You had 
read ſo far, ar leaſt, in Chriſtian Antiquity Yourſelf; 
ſo after tha: I ſhould be very well * to know the 
Re ſult ot ſuch Your Lord ſhip's own original Enquiries; 
which would indeed, I venture to ſay it, afford You a 
very different View of truly Primitive Chriſtianity, from 
that which is taken from the Extras and Abridgments 
of the antient Writers, made by any modern Party 
whatſoever. 
But now if, after all, Your Lordſhip ſhould expe 
that | make ſome d;/tiz# Reply to what You ſay in an. 
ther Capacity, as a Peer of Great Britain; eſpecially with 
regard to the Corvocation, in Your Pojt{cript ; I mult de- 
clare, that I am in no Station that capacitates me to 
be a competent Judge of the Legal Powers, Privileges, 
and Duties of the Miniſtry, of the Legiſlature, or of 
the Convocation 3 or indeed what it is politically fit for 
them to do, or not to do, in any ſuch Cafes. Accord- 
ingly I ſhall wave any large Debates here concerning 
them. Only I muſt obſerve, that Your Lordſhip's Cita- 
tion of Mecenas's Advice to Auguſius, Never to ſuffer 
any Innovation in Religion' with Approbation, is very 
ſurprizing : fince Your Lordſhip well knows, that it was 
in this very Augiſtus's days, that our Bleſſed Saviour was 
born; and in his immediate Succtſſor's days that he ſuf- 
fered 3 and himſelf introduced the greateſt Innovation 
in Religion that ever was. And what Diſturbances, what 
Mijeries, what fatal Feuds and Animoſities that grand In- 
novation in Religion cauſed, not only in oe Nation, but 
over no ſmall part of the World, before it could obtain 
there, the Hiſtories of many Ares ſufficiently inform us. 
And ver I hope Your Lordſhip does not approve of el- 
ther the Advice of Mecænas, or Practice of the Roman 
Emperors, as to their conſequent Oppoſition to that 
grand I110vation in Religion, notwithſtanding. That 'tis 
very reaſonable the Convocation and Clergy ſhould take 


care of that Flock of Chriſt, of which the Holy Gboſt has | 


made them Overſ2ers, as Your Lordſhip ſpeaks, it cannot 


be denied. But bow their not Sitting and Voting 
Convo- 
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Convocation at preſent, takes away the Opportunity of 
their taking the perſonal Care of their Flocks, or of their 
refuting and reclaiming Men from their Errors, as Your 
| Lordſhip ſuppoſes, I can no way underſtand. I ſhould 
rather think, that they are now more at liberty for tak- 
ing perſonal Care of their Flocks, and for refuting and 
reclaiming Men from their Errors, than when they are 
buſy about their Privileges and their Votes in Convoca- 
tion : or rather I ſhould think, that the preſent Interval 
of their Meetings there, might afford its moſt Learned 
Members a proper time for ſuch a previous Examination 
of all Points, now under debate, as I have recommended 
in theſe Papers; and ſuch indeed as might prepare Ma- 
terials for their more authentick Examination and De- 
termination, when they meet again in that publick Ca- 
pacity. And I humbly hope, that it is no way below any 
of our Governors, Ecclefiaitical or Civil, in any of their 
Capacities, carefully to enquire after what is true, and 
exactly to do what is lawful and right : that it is no wa 
beneath them, in any of their Capacities, to ſee di 
tinctly, that what they puniſh, be real Wickedneſs and 
Vice; and what they maintain be really God's true Reli- 
gion and Vertue : Which things, when they are once ſuf- 
ficiently taken care of, I ſhall have ſmall reaſon to be 
concern'd what Puniſhments ſoever they ſhall think fir 
to inflict upon ſuch horrid Crimes, as impious Idolatry 
and profane Blaſphemy. 'The tear of coming too near the 
one, if not both of which heinous Offences againſt God 


himſelf, being 22 Reaſon why I dare not join 


in ſome parts ofthe Athanaſian Creed, nor dare offer up 
ſome parts of the Athanaſtan Prayers and Doxologies 3 and 
of both which Crimes, I hope, I ſhall ever have equal 
Abhorrence with Your Lord ſhip, or any other good 
Chriſtian whomſoever. And © May Almighty God, the 
Father of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, be pleaſed fo to direct 
and proſper all publick Conſultations, whether Sacred 
or Civil, as may beſt tend to the Advancement of his 
* Glory, the Good of his Church, the Safety, Honour, 
* and Welfare of our Sovereign, and his Kingdoms 3 
* that all things may beſo ordered and ſettled, by their 
* Endeavours, upon the beſt and ſureſt Foundations; 
that Peace and Happineſs. Truth and Juſtice, Religion 
* and Piety, may be eſtabliſhed among us for all Gene- 


rations : and this for the ſake of Jeſus Chriit our Lord. 
* 'To 


c 


Addreſs 
to the 
Princes 


of Europe. 
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To whom, with the Father, in the Holy Ghoſt, be 
Honour and Glory, for ever. Amen.“ 
N. B. Since Your Lordſhip, it ſcems, never ſaw that 
Clauſe, which I {till confeſs, as I dil before, that I had 
a great hand in preparing and offering, and which was in 
part the Occaſion of my Letter to Your Lordſhip, for 
the Toleration of the Chriſtian Religion it[elf, for ſo Jeſteem 
it to be; 1 here ſet it down intircly for Your Lordſhip's 
and the World's Peruſal ; hoping that cur Legiflators 
may, one time or other, among their ſeveral Schemes 
for Indulzence and Toleration, bethink themſelves, that it 
may not be very abſurd to grant the ſame even to the 
Chriſtian Religion itſelf: while I am fully ſatisfied, and 
have long fince demonſtrated it to the World, that thi; 
Chriſtian Religion itſelf has hitherto been almoſt wholly 
excluded the Benefit of ſuch prublick Indulgence, or Tole- 
ration thro? Chriſtendom, even ever fince the fourth or fifth 
Centuries of the Church. The Clauſe was in theſe words: 


k WW Heres in an Act of Parliament, primo Gul. & 

Mar. fo exempting Proteſtant Diſſenters, &. 
* from divers Penalties, Ec. there are ſeveral Reſtric- 
tions and Limitations, by which many of his Majeſty's 
peaceable Proteſtant Subjects are ſtill left incapable 
of receiving the Benefit of ſuch Exemption, &c. 
therefore, ſor the quieting the Minds of all ſuch his 
Majeſty's good Protcitant Subjects, be it enacted, Ec. 
That every Proteſtant Difſenter from the Church of 
England by Law eſtabliſhed, who ſhall make and ſub- 
ſcribe the Declaration againſt Popery, and take the 
Oaths in the ſaid Act mentioned; and who ſhall, in- 
ſtead of any other Declarations and Subſcriptions 
therein required, declare and ſubſcribe his unfeigned 
Aſſent to, and his Belief of, the Holy Chriſtian Reli- 
gion, as contained in the Scriptures of the Old and 
New "Teſtament, and in the Creed, commonly called 
the Apoſtles Creed, ſhall have the full Benefit of the 
{aid Exemptions, as if he had made all the Declara- 
tions and Subſcriptions therein hitherto required: any 
thing in the aforeſaid Act, or in any other Act, to the 
contrary, in any wiſe notwithſranding.” 


Jam, My LORD, with great Reſpect; 
Your Lordſhip's moſt Humble, 
London, May 2. 1721, and Obedient Servant, 


WILL. WIIS TON: 
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